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"2 i CONSIDERABLE Part of this 
ASL 


B Anſwer, as far as it regards 
the Queſtion about eating of 

I Blood ſtated, & c avas write 
ten, and Materials for the Whole pre- 
pared, about the Beginning of laſt Lent, 
but poſtponed partly by the Advice of 
me Friends, for Reaſons needleſs to be 
uentioned, and partly thro the Inter- 
vention of other Buſineſs : And the 
whole had perhaps Leen intirely il rown 
Jaſide, bad not two other Pamphlets ſince 
appeared on the ſame Side, in one of 
aohich the Author thought ſome Ouota- 
ions from this | the Queſtion abou: 

| +: - Blood, 


BE 


RE 
Blood, c.] of Importance enough to 
be inſerted into his own. I then judgd 
it proper to let the manifold Miſtakes of 


both go no longer un-noticed. 


VM IT was eaſy to foreſee from the firſt, 
. that a Defence of the Apoſtolic Decree | 
of Abſtinence from Blood would draw | 
| many Inconventencies upon me. I very 
ell knew I had the Prejudices of Man- 
kind to combat in this Controverſy, and 
| with them their Ridiculs and Re- 
| proaches. — I had every thing to fear, 
and nothing to hope for from the Attempt. 
I bad no Pride, either of Competition or | 

Conqueſt, to indulge. I had no Rival | 
of Reputation to contend with, ( Men 
have no Rivals among the Dead) nor any | 
Favourite in Power to pleaſe. I was ſure 
to offend (and am but too wyell ſatisfied i 
that I have offended many Perſons of 4 
great Conſequence, and nothing to gra- 


tify but a good Conſcience. 
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WHAT Weight theſs Declarations 
dull Hawe with the Reader, I know not. 
— This 


NEF 
— This I am ſure of, the will das = 


all I wifh, where only [ am ſolicitous 
they ſhould. 


As this is a kind of Letter to the 
Reader, I beg Leave to aſſure him, that 
all Controverſy (eſpecially betwixt Per- 
ſons of the ſame Communion ) is a kind 
of Writing for which, T have ever had 
an Averfion; and that T engaged'in this 
with great Reluctance. How hard is 
it not to be too much provoked with falſe 
Reaſonings, and abſurd Objections] and 
how difficult to uſe them as 125 deſerve, 
without ſome Imputation (at eaſt im- 
plyd) upon their Author ! How diffi 
cult at once to ſupport a becoming Zeal. 
for Truth, and a becoming Temper to 
its Adverſaries. It is too much to pro- 
nounce, or even to hope, that I have 
done his in every Inſtance; tho' can 
with great Truth affirm, that I bave 
endeavoured it in all. And where I 
ſuſpett:d my own Prejudices, or the 
Biaſs of my Temper, I ſubmitted to the 
Judgment of 7 Friends : Such Friends 
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as I was well ſatisfied qwere too cleats 1 


figbted to over- look my Errors, and too 
candid to conceal them. Common Prus 
dence exacted thus much, and more can- 
not, I think, well be expected from hu- 
man Frailty, 


I $HALL only add, that inaſmuch | 


as one of my learned Adverſaries pro- 
fefſes only to enlarge upon what Dr. 
Hammond had delivered upon this Sub- 


ject, (p. 34.) the Liberty I have taken 


in expoſing. the Weakneſs of thoſe 5 


ments upon which that learned Doctor 5 
Opinion is ſupported, will not, I Hope, 


be interpreted into any perſonal Imbuta- 
tion (which was far from my Intentions) 
upon that learned Gentleman, who only 
undertakes to put thoſe Arguments in an 
eaſy and full Light. | 


IT may be objected to me, that there 
is a third Pamphlet publiſhed in Defence 
of the Practice of eating Blood, &c. 
aubich I have taken no Notice. 


I ANSWER, 


PREFACE wW 


IANSWE R, that I make great 
Difference between Pamphlets written 
againſt the Doctrine I defend, and ſuch. 
as are profeſſedly written againſt my 
= Diſertations. I quarrel with no Man 
3 for differing from me in Opinion: God 


i forbid I ſhould. It is already ſufficiently 


di ſadvantageous to me, that Men of 
much more Learning and better Abilities 
than I ſhall ever pretend to, think very 
= differently from me upon this Point. I 
= arraign not their Judgment or Diſſent , 
but if I am charged with wrong Reaſon- 
ing, or falſe Doctrine, there I think 
my ſelf bound to make the beſt Defence I 
can Where I am not ſo charged, let the 
= Arguments of all thoſe who differ in 
X Opinion from me, have all the Weight. 
they deſerve: The candid Reader will, 
I hope, do the ſame Fuſtice to mine. 


3 -BEsIDEsS, the reputed Author of that 
Pamphlet is a Gentleman for whom F 
have long had ſo high a Veneration; a 
Man who hath deſerved ſo well of Reli- 


gion 
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gion in general, and] of the Meble 3 
5 m particular; that nothing but 
the laſt Neeeſfi ity. of Self-Defence pe = 
force me into any Controverſy of any kind | 
i him. 


ONE of the Authors before me hath 
been pleaſed to call bis Work, The 
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and examined: And it muſt be owned, 
that there is a certain ſtating of a Ou. 


ſtion about the Middle of that Work ; 


and I wiſh for bis ſake, as well as my 


own, that he had continued throughout 
rather to examine than to contemn the 


Arguments he oppoſes. 


BU r as Contempt is not always a 


ſure Enfs Zh of ( onqueſt, 07 Criterion of | 1 


Truth, it is hoped the Reader will*not 
ſuffer himſelf to be ſwayed in his Deci- 
frons, either ly that, or any Confidera- 


tion di iftinft from the Merits of the 


Cauſe; which are now, without more 


Ceremony, ſubmitted to him. 


THE 


DOCTRINE 


YE ABSTINENCE from BLOOD 
Y DEFENDED, &c. 


= | J. 
bis Author's Introduction and Apo- 
for writing againſt me conſider d. 


L ls Author begins his Book 
with a Declaration of great Con- 


eern, to find himſelf engaged in 
PRES! writing againſt an Advocate for 
Revealed Religion. — But for my 

Part, I am at a Loſs to think whence that 
oncern ſnhould ariſe; for ſurely there is no 
uch Merit in barely being an Advocate even 
for the beſt Cauſe, unleſs that Truſt be duly 
TY B —_ _ . - dulchawed; 
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2 Deſeuce of the Doftrine 


diſcharged; and if the Caufe be either be- | 
trayed, or ill defended, there is certainly | 
much Demerit in it. And that this is my 
learned Adverſary's Opinion of my Perform- 
ance, is, I think, ſufficiently evident, fince | 
the firſt Paragraph in his Book plainly im 
plies my having endeavoured to defend Religion 
upon wrong Principles, (which 1s ſurely the | 
worſt Way of defending it that can be ima- | 
gined, and the moſt advantageous to the | 
Adverſary); and ſince it is too notorious, that | 
my beſt Endeayours in that Cauſe (which | 
pretend to no other Merit than their being my | 
beſt) have been ſo unfortunate as to deferye | 
nothing from this Author, but his ſevereſt | 
Cenſure in ſome Parts, his profeſſed Contempt | 
in others, and his cold Diſregard, not to * 
Diſdain, throughout. 1 


Dee fan oof + 


THESE are indeed heavy Mortifications; 
but, however, as the Cenſure fits heavieſt, 1 
Lili remove that as well as I can; and for the N 
reſt, J muſt endeayour to bear them as be- 
comes me in this Seaſon of Humiliation. 
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Bv r before I begin, JI muſt beg Leave to 2 
expreſs my Concern to find this Gentleman 
my Adverſary; but for Reaſons very remote, 
both from the Greatneſs of his Abilrties, and 
the Goodneſs of his Cauſe; for if I were 
check*d by no Conſiderations but theſe, I could 
| Profeſs as ſeriouſly and as ſolemnly as Fob did 
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in 


of Abſtinence from Blood, 3 
in the Contention with his Friends, that no- 
thing could be more deſirable to me than that 
mine Adverſary had written a Book: inaſ- 
much as I neither have, nor can have, any 
thing in View but the Search and the Aſcer- 
taining of Truth; which is always beſt 
eſtabliſhed by Oppoſition : : and if the Merits 
of the Cauſe I defend, could be determined 
by the Weight of the "Oppoſition made to it, 
I ſhould have no Scruple to pronounce its 
Juſtice and its Truth now eſtabliſhed. 


Mr Adverſary hath indecd written a Book, 
that abounds with Learning; but he very 
well knows, that Learning is no Security 
from Error; at leaſt, he will, I hope, for- 
give my Infirmity, if, after the moſt careful 
and candid Enquiry, I can find nothing in it, 
but a Series of ſurpriſing Errors (however 
learned and ingenious) with very little In- 


terruption, from the firſt Paragraph to the 
laſt, 


3 A Book in which he hath been ſo unfor- 
tunate, in my humble Opinion, as to advance 
no one Propoſition, directly or indirectly, 
2X 2gainft the Doctrine he would defeat, which 
is not manifeſtly repugnant either to Scrip- 


man i ture, Reaſon, Antiquity, Experience, or all 
ote, theſe at once. 

and 
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4 Defence of the Dockrine 


T-xts Author begins with a heavy Charge 


upon me, the Charge of vindicating Religion ³ 


upon wrong Principles. I flatter myſelf, that 
he means only this Duty of Religion now in 
Debate, the Duty of Abſtinence from Blood ; 


and this I have endeavoured to defend, "rg 


the Will of God fully, clearly, and repeated- 
ly revealed in this Point. — This is the main 
Principle upon which TI. have affirmed this 
Abſtinence to be a Duty ſtill incumbent upon 
Chriſtians, And is this vindicating Religion 
upon wrong Principles? and is there a true 
Chriſtian in the World, who will, upon ma- 
ture Deliberation, ſay it is? God forbid. — 


Bor I have placed Ceremonials upon an 
equal Foot with F undamentals. 


To this I anſwer; that ſuppoſing this a 


mere Ceremonial, (which I have not yet 
granted, nor he proved) I have indeed 
placed it on the ſame Foot with Fundamen- 
tals, with regard to the Divine Prohibition, 
but no otherwife. This Gentleman will al- 
low, that the eating of Blood was once as 
expreſly prohibited as Murder; ſuppoſe it 
then a Ceremonial, was it not upon the ſame 
Foot with Fundamentals? I mean with regard 
to the Divine Prohibition; and ſuppoſe I 


tink it fiill equally prohibited, where is the 


Abſur- 
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of Abſtinence from Blood. 5 
Abſurdity of placing it ftill upon the ſame 
Foot ? 


Bur ſtill this Conduct may give Offence 
to well-meaning Minds. 


For my part, I know not what well- 
meaning Minds this Conduct can any way of- 
fend: I am ſure I meant no ſuch Offence 
but this I apprehend, with all Submiſſion to 


9 ſuch as differ from me, that thoſe Minds are 


much more under the Influence of Vanity 


than of Wiſdom, which can imagine any Ab- 
ſurdity in God's ftill continuing ſuch Crea- 
tures as we are, under the Reſtraint of poſitive 


Inſtitutions (ſuppoſing this ſuch.) 


THis Gentleman, and others who refine 
with him, may require I know not what Rea- 


ſons and Sanctions of Duty, diſtinct from the 


Divine Commands, before they think them- 


ſelves bound to obey them; to me the bare 


Command is Reaſon and Sanction ſufficient. 
And in the Point before me, I am content 
to find the Duty of Abſtinence from Blood, 


1 upon the ſame Foot of Obligation, with thoſe 
of the Sabbath and the Sacraments z nor do I 
apprehend that this Infirmity, will any way 


add to my Guilt or my Confuſion at the Day 
of Judgment, 


The 


Defence of the Doctrine 


The ſeveral Grants to Adam and Noah 


re-examined. 


BR HIS Author next proceeds to ex- 
amine my Authorities from Scri 


ture for the Duty of Abſtinence 
from Blood. — 


AN p firſt he cenſures that Aſſertion of 
mine from the gth Chapter of Geneſis, that the 


Charter of Dominion over the animal World 


given to Adam, was enlarged to Noah. 
Here (ſays this learned Author, p. 4.) 1 differ 
from him at firſt ſetting out; and apprehend, 
that if this Precept given to Noah made any 
Alteration in the Charter of Dominion given 
to Adam, it rather was to reſtrain it, than to 
enlarge it. | 


Tr is plain both from this and the follow- 
ing Paragraph, that this Author thinks the 
Charter of Dominion over the brute Creatures 
given to Adam, conyeyed a Power of eating 
4 them, 
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of Abſtinence from Blood. 7 
them, and conſequently, was the fame with 
that given to Noah, bateing that the latter 
was limited with regard to Blood. Now the 
Truth or Error of this Poſition will beſt ap- 
pear from conſidering the ſeveral Grants made 
to Adam in Paradife, and to Noah after the 
Flood, as they are found in the firſt Chapter 
of Geneſis at the 28th and 2th Verſes, and the 
th Chapter and 3d Verſe. 


3 
cM 


Fux Grant of Dominion is in the firſt 
Chapter of Geneſis, v. 28. And God bleſſed 
tem, and God ſaid unto them, Be fruitful and 
multiply, and repleniſh the Earth, and ſubdue 
it, and have Dominion over the Fiſh of the 
Sea, and over the Fowl of the Air, and over 
every living thing that moveth upon the Face 
of the Earth. 


= Hex: is the firſt Grant; and the ſecond 
immediately follows it, v. 29. And God ſaid, 
XZ SLehold, I have given you every Herb bearing 
Seed, which is upon the Face of all the Earth, 
and every Tree in which is the Fruit of a Tree 
X yielding Seed to you it ſball be for Meat. 


I APPEAL to common Senſe, Are not 
theſe two different Grants, and as diſtinct as 
Words can make them? 


Vo V ſhall have Dominion over the ani- 
mal World,. ſays the firſt Grant ; — The 


vegetable 
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8 Defence of the Doctrine 

vegetable World ſhall be your Food. ſays 
the ſecond. — Is it poſſible that any two 
Grants can be more diſtinct, either in the 
Nature of the Things granted, or in the 
Terms of Conveyance? And here I muſt * 
obſerve, that they are not both conveyed in 
one, but in two diſtinct Declarations, each 


of them introduced with the Solemnity of 


thoſe awful Words, Aud God — 


Sup ros this Gentleman ſhould allow one of 
his Servants free Leave to ride a certain Horſe, 


and to eat the Fruit of a certain Tree in his 


Garden; if this Servant ſhould immediately 
conclude from that Conceſſion, that he had 
a Right to eat the Horſe, I believe this Wri- 
ter would think the Inference a very ſtrange 
one.——Now ſuppoſe, that inſtead of ſaying 
you ſhall have Leave to ride this Horſe, his 


Maſter had ſaid, Have Dominion over this 


Horſe, and eat the Fruit of this T'ree, would 
not the Grant in both Caſes be the ſame? 

Could the Servant, think we, underſtand any 
thing by that Dominion oyer the Horſe, but 
a Right of riding him and employing him to 
the ſeveral * of — Tillage, 

Sc.? 


TH E Grant to Noob i is in the gth Chapter 
of Ceneſſi, v. 3. Every moving thing that 
liveth ſhall be Meat for you; even as the * 
Herb have I given you all things — * 

HE 


enn ene 


bp 


9 — | mand SF & FF » F nad * 
3 , 
e Rt none Eh 3 n 


of Abſtinence from Blood. 9 


THz Grant to Adam gives every Herb, 
the Grant to Noah gives every moving ching 
that liveth, as the green Herb. Is this no 
additional Grant? No Enlargement of Char- 
ter? If it be not, 'tis evident theſe Words 
have no Meaning: And if they haye not, 

could they come from God ? 


23 In ſhort, the Grant of Dominion over the 
animal World, and the Grant of the vegeta- 
ble World for Food, given to Adam, are 
of as diſtinct a Nature from one another, and 
from the ſubſequent Grant to Noah, as 
Y Words can make them. And if two of 
them are ſtill the ſame, I ſee no Uſe of Lan- 
2&7 guage, but to delude where it ſhould direct. 
And to imagine this poſſible, of Words in- 
ſpired by God himſelf, for the Direction of 
his Creatures, is a Suppoſition ſhocking, not 
only to Religion, but common Senfe! And 
have the Satisfaction to find, that my Con- 
eption of this Matter, is agreeable to the 
3 general Senſe of the Jews, the Chriſtian 
— the firſt Reformers, and the beſt 
Fommentators.“ And as for ſuch as think 
with 


2 


3 I beg Leave alſo to add, that of the Learned and Honour- 
ble Mr. Robert Boyle, (whoſe Skill in Divinity is not his 
=z oweſt Praiſe) in his Diſquiſition of Final Cauſes, p. 8 1. After 
F e the ' Deluge God delivered all terreſtial Beaſts, Fowl, and 
= .. C « Fiſhes, 


=" 
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10 Defence of the Doctrine 
with my Adverſary, let him count them up, 
and glory in them. 


THAT nothing but vegetable Food was 
eaten before the Flood appears to me not 
only from the oldeſt Traditions upon this 
Head, but likewiſe from God's own Com- 
mand to Noah, in relation to the Proviſions 
to be laid up in the Ark, Gen. vi. 21, 22. 
Aud take thou unto thee of all Food that is 
eaten, and thou ſhalt gather it to thee, and it 
ſhall be for Food for thee, and for them: thus 
did Noah; according to all that God com- 
manded him, ſo did he. 


FRO M theſe Words, it ſhould ſeem, in 
the firſt Place, that there was then ſome 
kind of Food in the World which was not 


eaten: But however this may be, it is clear 
ſhall be for Food for 
thee, and for them, that Noah's Food in the 
Ark was ſuch as he had in common with the 
other Creatures; and how any thing but the 


from this Command, 27 


Fruits of the Earth could be a common Food 
to Man, and all other Creatures, I own, I 
cannot conceive. 


« Fiſhes, ec. into the Hands of Men, and intended that they 


© ſhould eat Animals, as before the Flood he had appointed 
them all the ſorts of wholeſome Vegetables tor their 
= - 


Food. 
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of Abſtinence from Blood. 11 


Bor it is objected to me, (p. 11.) that I 
confine Adam to Bread and Herbs; and 
conſequently, that upon my Principles, 
neither he nor his Sons had any more Right 
to the Fruit of a Tree, than to Fleſh. - — I 


3 
2X anſwer, That by the Herbs of the Field, I 


underſtand the whole vegetable World, and 
Ry that the whole World have 


3 hitherto ſo underſtood it. I alſo apprehend, 


that the ſame is underſtood by the green Herb 


1 in the Grant to Noah; and for this plain 


Sy becauſe I apprehend, that all the 

Trees in the World are no other than green 
Herbs. And when this Gentleman proves 
| (he are not, I will undertake to prove, 
that an Oyſter and a Snail are no Animals. 


I and I am pretty confident there is as much 


Difference betwixt an Oyſter and an Elephant, 
Jas there is between a Cabbage and an Oak. 
t—Tho' poſſibly Adam might not know this 

——_ after his Creation; and conſe- 


a“ a more explicite Grant was as neceſſary 
o him. 


iz Defence of the Doctrine 
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The Grant of Dominion over the Crea- 
tures conſidered. 


U here this Author is pleaſed 
do take me to Task in the fol- 
lowing manner; I deſire to know 
(lays he) what ſort of a Domi- 
nion it was that God gave Adam 
over the Fiſh of the Sea, and over the Fowls of 
the Air, and over every living thing that 
moveth upon the Earth, if it was not a Do- 
minion that he was to make uſe of? (p. 4.) 


To this I anſwer, That I really cannot 


tell what ſort of a Dominion that is, which 3 


a Man is not to make ule of: RT 


humbly of Opinion, that there may be ſome 
uſe of Dominion over things, diſtinct from a X# 
Power of eating them; and that ſuch Domi- 


nion might poſſibly be of ſome Advantage 
both tO the Governor and the Governed: - | 
For Example; 5 
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of Abſtinence from Blood. 13 


IAM of Opinion, that it is the Intereſt of 
Sheep to be ſhorn, and that it was the Intereſt 
of Abel to ſheer them; and that their Milk 
and Wool ſufficiently paid for their keeping, 
to an Owner who paid no Rent for his 
Land. 


I AN alſo of Opinion, that Jabal might 
find his Account in feeding Cows, tho? he 
were as utter a Stranger to the Taſte of their 


X Fleſh, as thouſands who feed them in this 
X Kingdom, at this Day, and pay heavy Rents 
into the Bargain; for the ſole Advantage of 
their Milk, without the leaſt Intention or 
2X Idea of eating one Morſel of them to the end 


of their Lives. 


BESIDES, all Nations haye not the ſame 
Opinion of the ſame kinds of Food; the 
Fleſh of Cows and Oxen is in great Efteem in 
this Part of the World ; but (if I am rightly 


informed) is far from being fo in thoſe 


HFaſtern Regions, where Mankind are ſup- 
7 poſed to have had their Origin. 


Br 


— 


* The wiſe Son of Syrach ſeems to have thought in a very 
different manner from' this Author: The principal things for the 
whole Uſe of Mans Life (ſays he) are Water, Fire, Iron, aud 
Salt, Flour of Wheat, Honey, Milk, and the Blood of the Grape: 
and Oyl, and Cloathing, Ecclus. chap. xxxix. v. 26. 
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Bur to proceed, Tis ſufficiently evident 
from the Scriptures, that the Firſtlings of the 
Flock and Herd, were from the Beginning 
offered up in Sacrifice to God; and in that 
Caſe, it was the Intereſt of the Dam to be 
milked, and the Intereſt of her Keeper to 


turn that Milk to his own Uſe; as alſo in 


Caſes of accidental Death, or Deſtruction of 
the Voung by wild Beaſts; or where the Pa- 
rent gave more Milk than was neceſſary to 
the Preſervation of the Young : And pro- 
bably it was one Reaſon why the Males of 
the Flocks and the Herds were offered up in 
Sacrifice, that the Females, as of more Ad- 
vantage to Mankind, might be multiplied 


beyond them. ho feedeth a Flock, and eateth 


not of the Milk of the Flock—is a Queſtion 
which Abel might as rightfully have put as St. 
Paul; tho' poſſibly, Who feedeth a Flock, 
and eateth not of the Fleſh thereof, is a Que- 
ſtion which Abel had as little Right to put in 
one Caſe, as St. aul in the other; but very 
poſſibly humble Abel was content to ſay to 
himſelf, what the wiſe Man ſays, Prov. 
xxvii. 26, 27. T he Lambs are for thy Clath- 
ing, and the Goats are the Price of the Field; 
and thou ſhalt have Goats Milk enough for thy 
Food, for the Food of thy Houſhold, and for 
Maintenance of thy Maidens. * 

| AND 


| + The Nemades of Africk fed upon the Milk of the Cyno- 


cephales, as ſome Northern Nations do upon that of the Rain» 
Derr. 
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AND was it nothing for the Antediluvians 
to have delicious Food and the comfortable 
Coverings both of Tents and Cloaths from 
the Creatures, unleſs they were alfo allowed 
to eat them? 5 


8 


THAT Tents were the firſt Houſes, and 
that Skins were the original Cloathing of 
Mankind (as they are at this Day to many 
= Hordes of T7artars) is, I believe paſt all 
doubt; and that they continued to be ſo for 
many Ages, appears evidently enough from 
the earlieſt Accounts we have of all Countries, 
and particularly of Britain; and how ill 
many Regions of the Earth could do with- 
X out them at this Day is ſufficiently known. * 


No Rare even the Fowls |... 
of the Air unuſeful to this 5 
"XX Purpoſe. That Feathers made, and ſtill 
make, a chief Part both of Dreſs and Cover- 
ing to the Natives of America, is not denied; 
nor do even the politer Europeans diſdain the 
Aid of their Ornaments at this Day; and 
E | much 


— omen 


nn. 


* The Skin of the River-Horſe is in high Eſteem among 
the Africans for Shields,—which are ſaid to be Proof againſt 
Musket-Balls. 

When Houſes were built, and Skins ceaſed to be of com- 
mon Uſe for Tents, they continued to be ſtill demanded in 


War ; (St. Paul wrought at this Trade) and are ſtill the Houſes 
of the Calmouc-Tartars, | 


_. 
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much leſs do they deſpiſe their various Uſes : 
Such is the Beauty and Variety of their Co- 
louring in ſome Regions of the Earth, as to 
be able to ſupply the Place of the Pollet and 
Pencil: Nor will my Adverſary deny, that 
he himſelf hath ſome Reaſon to bleſs God 
for the Dominion of Man over the Fowls of 
the Air (ſuppoſing them uneaten) inaſmuch 
as without this his Bed perhaps would not be 
quite ſo ſoft, nor his Sleep ſo ſweet; but if 
he has not, I own I have. 8 


© 
__— 
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AGAIN; 'Tillage was as old as 
Adam, and I ſee no Abſurdity in ſup- 
poſing, that Oxen might be of as much Uſe 
(in that Reſpect) then, as now; probably 
they ploughed the Field, probably they KK 
brought home the Corn, and when it was 
brought home, probably they trod it out. 
And was all this nothing, unleſs they might 
be eaten alſo? | 15 


Beaſts. 


BEASTS of Burthen, I humbly appre- 
hend, were never abſolutely unneceſſary to 
Mankind; and therefore a Right of Domi- 
nion over them for that ſole Purpoſe, neyer 
could be a Grant abſolutely uſeleſs and inſig- 
nificant. And that this is the only Uſe of 
Oxen in many Parts of {ja and Africa at this 
Day, is, I think, paſt all doubt. 


* \ —_— e'vS — af? ä 1 
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Now theſe Advantages might, in my 
humble Opinion, make the human Domi- 
nion over the Creatures very advantageous, 
= tho” it ſhould not extend to a Right of eating 
them! and indeed I am inclined to believe, 
= that this Writer is the only Man in the 
World who ever imagined, that the Idea of 
Dominion neceſſarily included in it a Power 
or eating. 


Bor this Point will perhaps be ſeen in a 
Dctter Light from a very plain and familiar 
6 Inſtance. 


SUPPOSE this Author, among his other 
Tbarities, ſhould give any of his poor De- 
3 1 an expreſs Dominion over his Barns 
or Food, and over his Flocks and Herds to 
very Uſe and Advantage of Milk, Wool, 
Tillage and Carriage, but without the leaſt 
lention or Intimation of a Licenſe to eat them; 
ſerving at the ſame time a certain Number to 
gs own ſole Uſe; — ſhould this Dependant 
eat this Dominion with Diſdain, upbraid his 
nefactor with his Limitation, and cry out, 
at /ort of Dominion is this which a Man 
2 i not make uſe Fo ? If Dominion has any 
E. — 


1 I ͤam ſure if it does, the Criticks are 2 * 
en they imagine Achilles's NnuoCoeys Camneys to be an Ap- 
4 lation of Reproach, inſtead ot an Epithet of Right. 
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Meaning, it muſt imply a Power of eating; F 
therefore I will not only milk and fleece theſe i 
Flocks, but feed upon them alſo. — I appeal 


to 


think ſuch a Dependant not only very un- 
grateful and unreaſonable, but very wrong- 
headed into the Bargain? 


The Author's Ob- THIS learned Writer E 


Defence of the Dofrins 


his own Breaſt, whether he would not 


jection from the Coats proceeds ( P. 4.) « and 3 
of Skins, Gen. iii. con- (c ſince we fin d in the 7 f 


ſidered. 


« zd of Gen. v. 21. that 


« upon the Expulſion of Adam and Eve out 


ce 
cc 
cc 
cc 
Cc 
cc 
10 


granted, that Adam ſlew theſe Creatures if X 
whoſe Skins it pleaſed God to make him and 
his Wiſe Coats) in order to cloath himſell 
with their Skins, by Virtue of the Right of 
Dominion given him over the Brute World 


of Paradiſe, God was pleaſed to make | = 
Coats of Skins for them, and cloath them. ; 7 
Is there not as much Reaſon to apprehend, , 
that the Dominion given to Adam did 
extend to the taking away the Life of vl A 


with Food as with Raiment. 


HERE PEE Author ſeems to take it forl 


But the Reader will pleaſe to obſerve, that if # 
he does take this for granted, he does 1. 8 
without any Foundation of Proof, or eve 


of Probability. — I apprehend, that all to , 
learned Men in the World, who eyer wrotY 
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on this Subject, are, and ever were, of Opi- 
nion, that the Beaſts whoſe Skins ſupplied 
Adam and Eve with Coats, were Beaſts ſlain 
for Sacrifice; and I will venture to ſay, that 
l have demonſtrated Sacrifices to be of divine 
XZ inſtitution (and neither this Author, nor 
even any Infidel that I know of, hath yet at- 
tempted to confute me); and "if they were 
lain for Sacrifice, they were lain by the im- 
XX mediate Command of God, and againſt all 
at Adam's Inſtincts and Inclinations; ; (the Truth 
of this Aſſertion every Man who hath any 
Humanity will quickly feel himſelf convinced 
of); and conſequently, they were not ſlain in 
the Intention of Adam, either for Cloathing 
or Food; both which Purpoſes muſt, in my 
humble Opinion, be very remote both from 
im his Intention and Conception in that State of 
Things. 


Sonkrx no Man living ever imagined, 
that Adam had any Inſtinct to gratify in de- 
W | ſtroying theſe Creatures: The Sight of living 
ell Animals, I believe, never yet created an 
"X Appetite in any mortal Man to devour them, 
even after full Information that he was pri- 
vileged to devour them; and much leſs an- 
tecedent to ſuch Information. Nor is it to 
be imagined, that Adam's Knowledge of the 
Creatures extended to ſuch Skill in their 
Structure, as to know the Nature and Uſe 
of their Skins, without immediate Information 
7 D 2 from 
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from Almighty God. We ſee, that when 
he had the Skins, he knew not how to make 
Coats of them; and ſurely it required much 
leſs Skill to ſhape them into Cloaths, than to 
ſever them from the Animal, or to know 
that they were of a diſtinct Nature from the 
Fleſh. So that this Author's Opinion up- 
on this Head, 1s in all Views, and upon all 
Accounts, u utterly groundleſs, 


I AM far from denying, that Adam had a 
Right (by Virtue of the Dominion granted 
by God over them) to ſlay the Creatures upon 
proper Occaſions. For tho' the Grant was 
given to Man in the State of Innocence; 
where there could, in all Probability, be no 
need of ſlaying them: Yet inaſmuch as it 
never was reyoked, it is reaſonable to think 
that it was continued to every lawful Pur- 
poſe that could be anſwered by a right and a 
reaſonable Uſe of them. Now we have clear 
Reaſon to conclude from the Scriptures, that 
he had a Right to ſlay them for Cloathing 
and for Sacrifice ; but no Colour of Reaſon 
to conclude from thence, that he had a Right 
to deftroy them for Food, but quite the con- 
trary ; inaſmuch as he was not only prefcri- 
bed, but, as I apprehend, plainly limited 
to another Food; and that Limitation, dc- 
cording to a known Maxim, left him at Li- 


ben'ys with reſpect to all right and * 


Uſes 


JJ ²˙· A ĩᷣͤ v 
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W Uſcs of the Creatures, in Caſes not excepted 


or precluded. 


To all this may be added, that this learned 
= Gentleman forgets that Holocauſts (i. e. 
= Sacrifices where the whole Carcafe, excluſive 
of the Skin, was conſumed by Fire) are al- 
X lowed on all hands to be the moſt ancient 
kind of animal Sacrifices known or heard of 
in the World; and therefore there is not the 
leaſt Pretence or Appearance of Probability, 
that Adam, or any of the antediluvian World, 
devoured the Creatures devoted to God in 
acrifice. 


BJ THIS Author proceeds My Adverſiry's Argg- 
to another Argument up- ment from the Make of 
Jon this Point, which dhe human Stomach 
SE | : a conſidered. 

p plainly appears to be in 

his Judgment deciſive and unanſwerable; 
but is in my Opinion as inconcluſive as 
can well be imagined. His Words are 


heſe, p. 5. — © Beſides, if we ſuppbſe 


= 
A 


“ the Stomachs of the Antediluvians were 
formed in the ſame manner with our Sto- 
machs, and find by Experience, that the 
„ Stomach of Man is at preſent formed as 
well to be carnivorous as graminivorous; I 
XX << fay, that their having Stomachs partly form- 
( cd after the ſame manner with the Stomachs 
of Creatures that live entirely upon Fleſh, 
is as ſtrong a Prooſto me, that they were 
1 intended 


A 
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« intended and did feed upon Fleſh, as their 


* having had Feet is a Proof of their . 
“ ing.” 
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No w, not to inf on the Singularity of 
this Gentleman's Stile on this Occaſion, his 
carnivorous and graminivorous Stomachs, 
Things, I believe, never before heard of, 
+ (at Jeaſt it is the common Opinion, that it is 
the Buſineſs of the Stomach to digeſt, and not 
to devour) the Sum of his Argument is this : 
—— If the human Stomach is fitted to digeſt 
Fleſh, then Man had a Right to eat Fleſh, 
and actually did ſo from the Beginning, 


Now if this Reaſoning is right, then this 
Maxim muſt be true, that Fitneſs to do any 
Thing infers a Right to do that Thing; nay NY 
not only ſo, but infers the actual Exertion of A 
that Right. Does this Author believe, that 
he himſelf hath a Right to commit Murder and 
Inceſt upon the Evidence and Security of this 
Principle? I am ſure he does not: And I dare 
ſay he would take it very ill to be concluded 
— a8 of either in Conſequence of this Maxim, 
—— and God forbid he ſhould. 3 


LE r us conſider this Reaſoning in another 
Light, which may probably be more agree= 8 


able. 
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I wiLL ſuppoſe this Writer to be very 
happily fitted both by his Birth, Education, 
Abilities, and Principles for the beſt Prefer- 
| ment (it matters not whether Eccleſiaſtical 
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of or Civil) in his Majeſty's Gift; will it follow 
is from hence, that he hath a Right to ſuch 
is, preferment without a previous Grant from 
f, his Majeſty: I cannot think it will; and 1 
is 


am ſure he is too dutiful to his Majeſty, to 
ſay, or ſo much as to think he hath.— And 
if not, much leſs will it follow that he is in 
ſt a dual Poſſeſſion of that Preferment, however 
h, I deſirable and advantageous ſuch a Situation 
might be, both to himſelf and the World. 


Nov the true Diſtinction upon this Maxim 
(which this learned Writer overlooked) is 
this. Fitneſs to do a Thing without which 
we cannot live, infers our having done that 
Thing with as much Certainty as that we 
lived; and therefore the Antediluvians as 
certainly walked as they had Feet, becauſe 
they could not live without walking; but their 
Fitneſs to eat Fleſh infers not the ſame Cer- 
tainty or Neceſſity of their having eaten it, 
becauſe they could live without it. 


ApLAIN obvious Inſtance will illuſtrate 
this to the meaneſt Capacity. 


SUPPOSE 
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Sure osEa Pilgrim appointed by a Perſon MR 
of ſufficient Authority to take a long Journey 
on Foot to a certain City; — ſuppoſe two 
different kinds of Food proper for his Suſte- 
nance in his Journey to this City; — ſup- 
poſe one of theſe expreſly preſcribed (and 
poſſibly by way of Penance) by the ſame 
authoritative Perſon, who had alſo an un- 
doubted Right to preſcribe in that Caſe, as 
well as ſufficient Skill to preſcribe properly; | 
—— ſuppoſe this Pilgrim, after a certain Time, 
arrived at that City, and confeſſedly on Foot; 
could we with as much Certainty infer, that 
he was ſupported in his Journey to this City by 
the Food not preſcribed to him, as that he 
made Uſe of his Feet to carry him thither ? 
I believe no Man of common Senſe would 
ſay we could. 


THE Reader may, if he pleaſes, apply 
this to Life; — he may conſider Life as this 
Pilgrimage; — God the Author of the Pil- 
grimage; — the Grave, the City to which 
we are all appointed to travel; Herbs, Oc. 
the Viaticum preſcribed by our great and 
skilful Governor; and Fleſh the Viaticum 
not preſcribed : The Inference is ob- 
vious.— | 


— ä—— — — 7 


To 
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Y To all this I beg leave to 

= add, chat the Eſenes, Py- | Some Men always 
XZ rhagor eans, and Br achmans upon Principle. 

W of Old, and their Succeſſors 

the preſent Bramins and Banians of the Eaff, 
and all the Monks and Religious Orders of 
Chriſtians in zhiopia, had and have, in 
all Probability, as good F leſh-Stomachs as 
their Neighbours; and yet I believe this 
WF Gentleman will not inſiſt, contrary to the 
WHiſtory of all Times, that they did and do 
actually cat Fleſh. And if theſe abſtained 
Wand ſtill abſtain upon ſome miſtaken Prin- 
Kiple of Religion after the Deluge, tis 
poſſible, that others might have abſtained in 
the ſame manner from ſome right Principle 
of Religion before. 


oon it appears extremely probable to me, 
hat if Mankind had not abſtained from Fleſh 
3 n the antediluvian World from a Principle of 

Religion, yet might they have abſtained 
Nerely thro' Ignorance : — Nor can I con- 
Feive how they could tell, antecedent to the 
Wivine Licence, that F leſh was good and falu- 
ary Food, unleſs they were to be guided in 
his Point by Wolves and Tygers; —Crea- 
Eures of all others the moſt oppoſite to the 
| 4 human Nature; and I think ſome Arguments 
night be drawn from their Tempers and 

Z E ſnort- 
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| ſome Men of Senſe who are of Opinion, that 


ſhort-livedneſs to ſhew, that ſuch Food was 
neither ſalutary nor deſirable to Man. 


Ir you ſuppoſe them influenced to a Deſire 
of this Food by the Smell of Sacrifices, it 
muſt then be remembered, that none but the 
Religious ſacrificed, and that their Sacrifices 
were Holocauſts; and the Religious of the an- 
tediluvian World are almoſt univerſally be- 
lieved not to have eaten Fleſh: Beſides, I 
very much doubt whether Habit hath not 
made the Smell of Fleſh much more incentive | 2 Y 
to Appetite than Nature: At leaſt I know 
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the Smell of Fleſh is only agreeable from the b * 
Remembrance of that Pleaſure which was | 3 | 
wont to attend it in eating. E 


Br however this may be, the Traditions Wi 
of all Antiquity are agreed, that there was a 
Time when Mankind abſtained from Fleſh, ! 1 * 
and fed only upon the Fruits of the Earth, 6 


HITHERTo, I hope, this learned Au- 3 
thor's Opinions and Arguments appear ſuffi⸗ 4 
Gently 


* There are many Inſtances, (and I myſelf have known Z 
ſome) ot Perſons ſo thorowly reconciled by Cuſtom to the very 
worſt Taſtes and Smells, as not only to think them tolerable, ® 
but even delicious: And in Fact, ſeveral Perſons who have long 
been accuſtomed to a Vegetable Diet, find the Smell of Fleſh 
diſagrecable. LU 
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ciently inconſiſtent with Scripture, with 
Reaſon, with Experience, with Antiquity. 


W ſhall now enquire whether he be more 
fortunate in theſe that follow, - 


THE Reader is by this Time, I hope, ſup- 
plied with ſufficient Anſwers to thoſe quick 
=X Queſtions of this Author's, (p. 5.) © for what 
„ Uſe did Abel and Fabal give themſelves the 
Trouble of feeding and guarding Sheep and 
Cattle? Was it only for the Sake of having 
their Skins to cloath themſelves withal ? 
at Are not the Skins of thoſe called Wild 
e F< Beaſts remarkably better for that Uſe? ” 

l ſay, the Reader is, I hope, by this 
ime enabled to anſwer theſe Queſtions ; 


ns 9 IN As MU c as Cloath- 

YM . Cloathing not the only 
C ng was evidently not the od of Dean 
ſn, only End attained by this prutes. 
rouble; nor, if it were, 
ould that End, (with humble Submiſſion to, 
his learned Author) be better attained by 
fli- Ihe Skins of Wild Beaſts: — For in the firſt 
tly Place, their Skins are not better for Cloath- 
£8; and I will venture to oppole that of the 
ingle Sheep to the Advantages of them all 
ut together ;* (to ſay nothing of the Camel, 

= the 
* Beſides the many and excellent Uſes anſwered by the Wool 


Wc vered from the Skin, and by the Skin bared of the Wool, 
8 E. 2 the 
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and Troops, of Lions, Leopards, ee Bears, ec. ſubſiſting 
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the Goat, and the Ox. —) And if they 
were better, could they be obtained with ſo 
much Eaſe and Safety, and in Numbers ſuf- 
ficient ſor all Mankind? and in Conſequence 
of this, with ſo much Advantage to the 
World! * or if they could (which I believe 
this learned Author will not, upon more ma- 
ture Deliberation, affirm,) yet ſtill, methinks, 
we might be at Liberty to put the ſame i 

Queſtion to this Author concerning the Wild 
Beaſts in general, which it pleaſed God to put 

to Fob concerning the Unicorn, Fob xxx1x. 
9, Kc. Will they be willing to ſerve thee, or 
abide in thy Crib ? Canſt thou bind them with x 
their Bands in the Furrow? Or will they har- 
row the Valleys after thee? Wilt thou truſt ⁵ 
them becauſe their Strength is great? Or wilt 


thou leave thy Labour to them? Wilt thou i 


- > 

' OELIEUVE i 
'% * 
bet 1 
. 8 
4 


_—_— 
"I 


— 
— 


Northern Regions, where they are moſt wanted. Probuss 8 
Circus over-run with an infinite Number of Wild Beaſts of all 
kinds, dreadful both to the Ears and Eyes of the SpeCtators, 
were, I think, a proper Emblem of the Theatre of the World 
upon this Author's Suppoſition. 1 


1 
2 RM 
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believe them that they will bring home thy Seed, 
and gather it into thy Barn? 


e Axrxx all, ſuppoſe me, ſuppoſe Men every 
© Way vaſtly my Superiors, ignorant of many 


noble and excellent Ends propoſed and at- 
tained throughout the various Ages and Re- 


1— 

oy gions of the World, by the human Dominion 
e over the Creatures excluſive of Food; can any 
d thing be inferred againſt the Wiſdom and Uſe 


Þ of this Dominion from this Ignorance ? God 
forbid, How unequal the utmoſt Extent of 
human Reaſon 1s to the unfathomable Depths 


or = 

% of the divine Wiſdom, in every Inſtance, is, 

— l believe, univerſally allowed; and for m 

if part if I knew of no other Uſe of the Crea- 

t tures than to be Subſtitutes for the human 

ou Life forfeited by Sin, I ſhould be contented 
=X humbly to acquieſce in that, and not only to 


acknowledge, but to adore the infinite Mercy 
of their Maker in the Appointment. 
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my 22828 


IV. 


An Objection about the Carcaſes of 
Creatures ſlam for Sacrifices. 


=. oa tw ys 


er this Author is ſtill anxious to 
know, p. 5. (or rather anxious 
to poſe my Ignorance) what is 
to become of the Carcaſes of the 
Creatures lain for Sacrifice. I 


* a6. as. 8 a a 


IAH AV one plain Anſwer to this Queſtion, 
——Holocauſts were the earlieſt Sacrifices, 
——and in theſe the whole Animal was con- 
ſumed except the Skin; ſo that he need be 
under no Pain about their being left to the 
Beaſts of the Field and to Birds of Prey. — 

_ 'Tho' if they had, (as probably in ſome In- 
ſtances they might) Beaſts of the Field and 
Birds of Prey have as much Right to be fed 
as Man. — he Eyes of all wait upon thee, O 
Lord, and thou giveſt them their Meat in due 
Seaſon. And there was probably more need 

tor 
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for their being fed by the Carcaſes of Creatures 
ſlain for Man's Uſe in the antediluvian World, 
becauſe there was then in all Probability leſs 
Carnage, from the Longzvity and ſuperior | 
Health and Strength of the Creatures, pro- 
W portioned to that of their Lord. 


AND as Man, by Virtue of his Right of 
Dominion, had doubtleſs often occafion to 
© ſlay ſeveral Creatures befides thoſe ſlain for 
XX Sacrifice, poſſibly ſuch Slaughters were not 
unuſeful to the Suftenance of ſuch Creatures 
Jas ſubſiſt by Carnage. 


Fux Fat of all ſuch as were not ſlain for 
EX Sacrifice, might be uſed to the ſeveral Pur- 
XX poſes of Light, Oil, Greaſe, &c. as well then 
as now; even under the old Law the 
Fat of the Beaſt that died of itſelf, and the 
Fat of that which was torn with Beaſts, might 
be applied to any other Purpoſe, except that 
of Food. Levit. vii. 24. 


V. FJarious 
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V. 


Various Ends of the Human Dominion 
over the Brute World. 


UT further, a Dominion to Man 
over the Creatures was neceſſary 
in order to empower him to de- 
ſtroy thoſe that were noxious, 


very End; to guard not himſelf only, but 
alſo the ſeveral Creatures that were moſt uſe- 
ful to him, from the Invaſion and Ravage of 
others. = 


IN what a Variety of Lights do the Beau- 
ty and Uſe of this Dominion ſhew themſelves ! 
to ſee ſome Creatures feed their Lord, and 
others fight for him; — ſome carry his 
Loads, and others cultivate his Lands; — to 
ſee one cloath him, and another bear him on 
his Back, conveying him with Speed and 
Safety where his Health, his Buſineſs, or 
even his Pleaſures call him ſome coming 

at 


as alſo to train up others to that 
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Yat his Call, and others flying at his Command, 
| watching and obeying his very Beck! 
proud to be employed, and vifibly rejoycing 
to have ſerved him: To ſum up all, — ſome 

ightening his Labcurs, and ſome atoning 
or his Guilt ! — 


ANoTHER End, anſwered by the Domi- 
ion of Man over the Creatures, diftin& from 

Ihe Power of cating them, was the Delight of 
is Scnſcs, —and another the Entertainment 
Wf his Reaſon ; and both theſe naturally led 
Wim to reverence and to adore their Maker. 


S 
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R 
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How 2greeably are we amuſed with the 
ayety of ſome Animals, and the Good-will 
Sf others! the Sprightlineſs of one, the invin- 
ible Sloth and Sullenneſs of another; the 
WE unning of this Animal, and the Mimickry 
f that! the intractable Wildneſs and Ferity 
one Race, and the familiar Gentleneſs of 
other! the Docility of one Species, and the 
ſuperable Stupidity of others; their Arts of 


I onoyance and Defence! their Addreſs and 
! exterity in the greateſt Exigences; their 


Fill to eſcape their Enemy, and their Wiles 
compaſs their Prey! the periodical Shift- 
gs and Migrations of ſome, the Receſſes and 
WS cturns of others! the apparent Deaths and 
= <vivals of others, and even their Reſur- 

ion under ſurprizingly new, fairer, and 
bler Forms !-—and above all, that amazing 

I F Variety 
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Variety and Profuſion of Proviſion for thei 
Support of all, from the Bounty and Benefi- 
cence of their Maker!“ 


AG AIR. Man's Right of Dominion over 
the Fowls of the Air, empowered him to con- 
fine ſome Birds for the Pleaſure of their Mu- 
ſick, others for the Delight of his Eye, othen 
for the Deſtruction of fuch Fowl and otheli 9 

Creatures as were noxious; as the Eagle Wo 
Hawk, to deſtroy the Kite: the Vulture, the 
Raven, and even to pick out the Eyes of the E q 
Wolf and Boar, as it 1s well known they 
may be trained to do, and as the Perſians, wel 3 1 
are told, hunt with Leopards. 1 


Now that an explicit Grant upon this 1 
Point was uſeful to this very End, ſufficiently 
appears from the Superſtition of thoſe Na Y 
tions to whom this Grant is not 3 
many of whom make as much Conſcience oY 4 
ſupporting noxious Creatures, (caaefully ab- 
ſtaining from all Injury and Offence W 
them) as the beſt Chriſtians of relieving 800% 


Men in Diſtreſs. 


* That abundant Supply of Proviſion proper to each Specia 

is, doubtleſs, Matter of ſufficient Admiration to ever Sea 

Being; but the Proviſion made for the Support of thoſe Creature 
which never ſtir from the Place of their Nativity, or are deſti 

tute of Limbs to carry them in Search of their Prey, is 4 

Matter of more diſtinguiſhed Admiration; and ſuch is the Coro ke 

dition of ſeveral Kinds of Shell-Fiſh in the Waters, and is com- 

monly 1 the Condition of the Bird of Paradiſe at Land. 


1 


5 
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= T:1s Right of Dominion alſo empower'd 
im to employ ſome Birds to carry his Meſ- 
ges, and to bring him Intelligence in his 
WS rcateſt Exigences; “ to confine others to 
i vide the dead and dark Hours of the Night, 
Ind call him up to his Cares, and others, 
Perhaps, for the Benefit of their Eggs, 6 at 
af all Birds whatſoever he had a Right to 
4 dnfine, the better to obſerve their Powers, 
eir Inſtincts, their Abilities, their Friend- 
Pips, their Enmities, their Dangers, their 
Mc tences, their Generation, their different 
ethods of Incubation, hatching and provi- 
Ing for their Young, the Beauty, Variety 
ad Wiſdom of their Structure, ſo admi- 
bly ſuited to their Element and Condition 
Life! 


2 >; 500 


IH ow delightful an Employment is it to a 
conable and religious Spirit, roclimbup this 
le of Life, from the Humming Bird of 
eoeerica to the Oftrich of Arabia, and at 
ry Step, to contemplate, to admire, and to 
re the Glory, the Grandeur, and the Good- 
ie s of their Maker! 


— 


t is well known, that Pigeons are the great Conveyers 
ul WW ntelligence thro' the Levant, and that they convey it with 
= Specd of ten Leagues an Hour. att: 
he ſame Way of Reaſoning that inferred the Lawfulneſs 
eating Milk, would, in ſome meaſure, hold good with 


i ard to Eggs. 
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Ir is impoſſible either to aſcend or deſcend 
through | this Scale of Life, without diſcover- 
ing at ev'ry Step amazing Marks of Wiſdom, 
as inexhauſtible in the Variety of its Models, 1 
as in the Skill, the Richneſs, and the Mag. ; 
nificence of the Execution : Theſe Obſerva- Y 
tions cannot be made to any Degree of Accu- i 


Tacy, in many Inſtances, without a minute 


and exact Examination of their Parts, nor 
this, without a Right over their Lives; and 


therefore a Grant of Dominion was abſo- 
lutely neceſſary to theſe Ends; and a Limita= 
tion of Dominion to a right and a rational 
Proſecution and Attainment of all theſe Ends, 


was perfectly conſiſtent both with the Bounty 'Y 
and Beneficence of the Creator, Xz 


All theſe Advantages and Entertainments 
(except that of Muſic k Man is alſo capable 1 


of receiving, with a new and amazing Va- YZ 
riety, from the Beaſts of the Field, (from the 
Mouſe, up to the Elephant) and even from i 


the Worms of the Earth, from the Earth- 
worm and Caterpillar, to Creatures many 
Millions of Degrees leſs than a Mite. 3 


ARE not many Creatures ſupported at this 
Day, and have they not been ſo, in various 
Regions of the Earth, merely for the Plea- W 
ſure of Eg them, awd obſerving upon their 


Natures ! and is this no Pleaſure to a reaſon- i 


able 


le 


Life, diſtinct from Food. 
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able and a philoſophick Spirit? And is Do- 
minion to theſe Ends of no Ayail, unleſs that 
alſo of eating be added to them? Were they 
made only for the Entertainment of our Ap- 
petites, and is that their nobleſt Uſe? Such 

a Poſition might well enough become an 
Heathen High-Prieft, or an Hog of Epicuruss 
Herd, but muſt ſurely be very ill ſuited to 
the Character of a Chriſtian Philoſopher. 


AN D I dare ſay, this Gentleman will 
do himſelf the Juſtice to own, that he hath 
ſometimes, on occaſional Journies, and often 
in his Reſearches into Nature, been rapt into 
Tranſport and Amazement, to behold the 
different Regions of this habitable World, 
the Rocks, the Mountains, the Marſhes, the 
Vallies, nay even the barren Deſarts, ſo 
richly, ſo wiſely, and fo beneficently fur- 
niſhed out with Creatures, for many wonder- 
ful and excellent Purpoſes of Providence, and 
for various Uſes and Neceſſities of the human 
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ND lege I cannot but contem- 
"7 plate upon the great Wiſdom of 
G0 dd viſible in a gradual Grant of 

the Creatures. Had Appetite 
been indulged in their Deſtruc- 
tion from the firſt, it is evident, that in the 
extreme Degeneracy of human Nature (be- 
fore the Flood) this End of their Being had 
only, or at leaſt principally been regarded: 
And then, in all Probability, the very Spe- 
cies of many of them had been cut off from 
the Earth. 


THE World is allowed to have been more 


thoroughly peopled before the Flood than 


ſince, ſo that if the ſeveral Creatures had 
then been eaten, *tis impoſſible they could 
have eſcaped the Luxury and Barbarity of 


the then Inhabitants. Several kinds of 


Creatures have been utterly deſtroyed in par- 
ticular 
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' ticular Regions of the Earth ſince the Flood ;* 


and, beyond all Queſtion, Waſtes and Deſarts, 
and a Scarcity of Inhabitants, are abſolutely 


| neceſſary to the Preſervation of many of 
them at this Day. — But if the Species had 


not been wholly deſtroyed by the Permiſ- 
ſion of this Kind of Food, before the Flood, 
yet many of their nobleſt Ends and Uſes had 

certainly been defeated :——They would then 
have naturally been deſtroyed, when they 
were in moſt Perfection for Food; and then, 
ten thouſand Ends and Uſes of their Being 
had been loſt. — The Conſequences would, 
I apprehend, be much the ſame in Propor- 
tion, as if Mankind were regularly to be cut 
off at Thirty; *tis evident, that human Na- 
ture would then be very little underſtood, 
and not one of its nobleſt Ends anſwered. 
Apply this to the animal World. Suppoſe 
their ſeveral Periods of Duration unknown, 
and you will find a thouſand Inſtances of In- 


ſtruction, uſeful Obſervation, and Advan- 


tages of various Kinds, cut off from Man- 
kind. How many new Inſtincts are diſco- 
vered, and Leſſons of Wiſdom learned from 
the Longævity and old Age of Animals of all 
Kinds! 


8 


* 


3 — 


* Asthe Cock of the Wood, and Mouſe-Deer in Ireland. 
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HF 10 Reader will beſt entertain himſelf 


with his own Contemplations upon this 
— 5 


WHEN Appetite was precluded, Curio- 
ſity was left to its full Range; and nothing 


was more natural than to enquire diligently, 


and examine minutely, into the yarious Views 
and Purpoſes of the divine Wiſdom in the 


Production of the Creatures, and the Ends 


anſwered to Man by his Dominion over them. 
And this Enquiry naturally terminated in a 
more perfect Knowledge of their Nature and 
Uſes, than could otherwiſe ever have been 
attained or expected. Tho that Knowledge 
is to this Day very imperfect; and perhaps 


wants more Culture, and is capable of more 
Improvement, than any other Branch of 


Knowledge whatſoever. 


I CANNOT quit this Subject without ob- 


ſerving, upon the great Wiſdom and Goodneſs 


of God, in preſerving the Creatures at the 
Deluge, by the Miniſtration of Noah and his 
Sons; inaſmuch as this naturally led them, 
nay almoſt laid them un der a Neceſſity of 
obſerving their ſeveral Natures with uncom- 


mon Exactneſs and Attention. 


ADAM had the Knowledge of the 
Brute World by Inſpiration, When this 
Know- 
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Knowledge was impaired in his Poſterity, no 
Man ſince Adam ever had ſuch an Opportunity 
of recovering it, of being fully informed in the 
natural Hiſtory of Animals, as Noah and his 
Sons. And when this was their ſole Em- 
ployment and Entertainment for almoſt a 
whole Year together; this was ſo thorough 
an Introduction into that Science, as could 
not but whet their Curioſity to carry it on 
to the greateſt Perfection, for the reſt of their 
Lives; which was the beſt Means imaginable, 
not only to reſtrain them from deſtroying the 
Creatures, but alſo to excite them to preſerve 
and provide for them, with uncommon 
Care, till they were ſufficiently multiplied 


for the Uſe of Men, over the Face of the 
Earth. 


To this Purpoſe alſo, that Love and 
Liking, naturally ariſing from a long and 
familiar Acquaintance (eſpecially in a com- 


mon Confinement) could not but greatly 
contribute. 


THERE is ſcarce any creature ſo brutal 
as not to be ſenſible of good Offices; the 
conſtant Kindneſs which Noah and his Sons 
ſhewed theſe Creatures for ſo long a Time 
together, by ſupplying them with Food, 
Sc. naturally tended to create a mutual 
Endearment between them, which (beſides 


the 


ives 


from them) 
ſtrong 


otherwiſe than thro” 


Defence of the Doctrine 


bz 
"gz * 


Reftraint both upon theſe Men and their 
Deſcendants from taking away the L 


was doubtleſs for ſome Time a 


of theſe Creatures, 


the Advantage of Security 
mere Neceſſity. 
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VII. Man's 
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Man's Dominion over Fiſh and Inſects 
| (exclufive of eating) not altogether 


uſeleſs. 


OR is Man's Dominion even over 
the Fiſhes of the Sea (ſuppoſing 
them uneaten) altogether uſeleſs. 
—— A Dominion over ſome of 
them 1s uſeful for the bare Plea- 
ſure of beholding them; ſuch is (to mention 
only a few Inſtances) the Delight the Chine/e 
receive from their Gold and Silver Fiſhes * ; 
and the King of Ceilon from ſeveral kinds of 


— —— 


— 


* Gold and Silver Fiſh. - 2 | 

Of theſe Le Compte gives the following Account. He tells us, 
they are the great Beauty and Ornament of the Courts and 
Gardens of great Perſons; that the Male is of a moſt delicate 
Red from the Head to the Middle; the reſt gilded with glitter- 
ing Gold, far exceeding 'the Power of Art. — The Female is 
white, its Tail and one Part of its Body perfectly waſhed over 
with Silver; The Tail is faſhioned like a Noſegay, thick and 
long, which gives a particular Grace to this Animal. | 


* Fiſh 
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Fiſh which Travellers aſſure us are never 
brought to his Table, but ſupported wholly 
for his Pleaſure : Such alſo are thoſe vene- 

rable Carp at Mark, which are ſaid to have 
ſubſiſted there ſince the Time of Henry the 
Fourth of France; nor can I find that Men 
are likely to be robbed of this Pleaſure 
by the Voracity of any of the French 
Monarchs. | 
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A Do iN TON over other Fiſh is found 
uſeful for the Benefit of their Oyl; which in 
the polar Regions of the World in ſome 
meaſure ſupplies the Abſence of the Sun. 
——A Dominion over others for their Ivory *; 
over others for Medicine, for Painting and 
Improvement of Manufactures of various 
kinds; over others for their Skins, (ſubſer- 
vient to various Uſes) and over others for 
their Pearls and Shells of ſeveral ſorts, which 
furniſh out the Cloſets of the Curious, and 
miniſter alike to Ornament, Conveniency, 
and Curioſity. F Nay, we are told, that ſome 
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* The Wiſdom and Bounty of Providence are, I think, very 
conſpicuous in this Inſtance The Elephant, which is fitted 
Sr warmer Climates, ſupplies the South and Eaſt with Ivory, 
and the Malruis or the Narval (a Fiſh taken in the Daniſh Seas) and 
the Teeth of the Behemoth, an amphibious Animal taken in the 
River Lena and Tartarian Sea, ſupply the North. 

+ Fiſhes of ſeveral kinds are . 6 for the Support of ſeveral 
forts of Fowl, and other Creatures uſeful to Man, as Herons, 
Otters, Bevers, and even a kind of wild Sheep mentioned by Op- 
pian.— Some of the Americans employed them to enrich their 
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Fiſhes to the South of Hay ſupply us even 
wich Wool; nor will the Ladies allow even 
the Murex abſolutely uſeleſs (tho' uneaten) 
for the ſake of her Purple; nor my Adver- 
ſary any one of the whole Number from the 
Shrimp to the W hale, for the Improvement 


of natural Knowledge, in which he is ſo well 
skilled. 


AND as for the reſt of the animal World, 
the Dominion even over Worms and Inſects, 
will, I believe, never be counted abſolutely 
uſeleſs, as long as the Bee, the Silkworm, 
-the Gall-nut, the Byzantine Moth, the In- 
ſect of the Cephalenian Holy-Oak, and the 
Cochineel keep their Credit in the World. * 


— 


* Beſides all the Ends of Phyſick, Inſects, Worms and Rep- 
tiles of all ſorts are neceſſary for the Support of ſeveral kinds 
of Fowl many ways uſeful to Mankind. — It is well known, 
that the Glow-worm anſwered all the Ends and Uſes of Candles 
and Torches to the Americans: As the Fire- fly in ſome meaſure 
anſwers the ſame Ends at Siam; the Account we have of it in 
Harris's Collection of Travels, Vol. 2d, is as follows, “ The 
« Fire- fly is an admirable Inſect: Their Wings are bright and 

ſhining like Fire, and they have four Wings like Locuſts, of 
which two only are ſeen when they are at repoſe; the other 
two they ſpread out only when they are flying: They are 
very numerous, and the Trees by the River Sides are co- 
vered over with them; and tho' in the Day-time their Light 
appears little, yet in the Night, when it is molt pleaſant failin 
in thoſe hot Rivers, they are a moſt delicious and admirable 
Sight; for then the Branches of the Trees being covered with 
them, look as if they were ſet thick with innumerable 
« Lights, which the Reflexion of the Water, eſpecially if it 
be calm and ſmooth, infinitely multipliet.—- 


T0 
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To al this may be added, that various 
Arts are very reaſonably ſuppoſed to have been 
learned from the inferior Creatures, ſuch as 
the Uſe of Sails, Oars, and Rudder, the 
Shield, Armour, &c. Nay not Arts only, 
but likewiſe various Leſſons even of Virtue 
and Wiſdom are learned from them, which 
are the natural Conſequences of our Domi- 
nion over them. The Advantages of In- 
duſtry from the Bever and the Ant; and the 
Evils of Sloth from the Animal of that Name, 
which is remarkably impoveriſhed (ſome- 
times almoſt to Death) in his ſlothful Pro- 
greſs from one Place of Subſiſtence to ano- 
ther; the Advantages of Order and —_ 
lariry from the Bee. 


Tur RR is ſcarce one Animal in the 
World, from which many uſeful Leſſons of 
Life may not be learned; nor have the wiſeſt 
of Mankind been aſhamed to teach them, — 
the Bleſſings of parental Affection from ſome, 
and filial Aﬀection from others; — the Ad- 
vantages of Peace, and the Evils of Diſcord, 
eſpecially to Creatures of the ſame Species, 


whoſe Contentions frequently make them a 


Prey to the common Enemy; — and a 
thouſand others of equal Uſe and Wiſdom ; 
beſides an Infinity of Examples, Alluſions, 
Illuſtrations, and Images, of no leſs Impor- 
tance than Pleaſure to the human Mind, in 

a thouſand 
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a thouſand Inftances! In a Word; hence all 
the Wiſdom of the Grecian Fables, and 
Egyptian Hieroglyphicks. | 


AN OTHER Uſe of Man's Dominion over 
the Creatures, is, that by an exact Enquiry 
into their Natures, he may be enabled to juſti- 
fy the Wiſdom and Goodneſs of God in their 
Creation. | 


Ir were undoubtedly a juſt Imputation upon 
the Wiſdom and Goodneſs of God, to form 
Creatures either for no End, or for Ends un- 
worthy of infinite Wiſdom and Goodneſs ; 
and therefore the Formation of Creatures 
noxious and uſeleſs, hath in all Ages been 
made an Objection, not only to the Attri= 
butes, but even to the Exiſtence of the Di- 
vinity ; and nothing hath exerciſed the Abi- 
lities of the greateſt Men of all Ages more, 
than ſuch laborious Reſearches into the Ends 
and Uſes of thoſe Beings, as might beſt evince 
them neither the Work of Chance nor Ma- 
lignity. 


Tuts hath been accurately and profeſſedly 
done, in many Particulars, by many able 
Men, and occaſionally by others, (from whom 

the Subſtance of this Defence is taken“); 


* 


„ * 


- Geſner, Derham, Nature diſplayed, Travels, ec. 
0 7 but 
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but for my Part, I am content to view theſe 
Creatures in the Light of God's Miniſters 
here on Earth; to be always at hand to 
humble the Vanity and to chaſtize the Wick- 
edneſs of his Creatures, whenever their Sins 
call down his Wrath and Vengeance upon 
them; to let this Lord of the nether World 
ſee, that wheneyer he becomes rebellious to 


his Maker, he can arm the meaneſt of his 
own Subjects to chaſtize his Inſolence; as he 


chaſtized (to omit many Inſtances in Heathen 
Hiſtory) the haughty Egyptians by Lice, 
and Fhes, and Frogs, and Crontaltlns *; the 
Canaanites by the Hornet; and the Iſraelites 
themſelyes by fiery Serpents: the diſobedient 
Prophet by a Lion; and the impious Parents 
of Bethel, in the Deſtruction of their rude, 
ill-educated and impious Children, by She- 
Bears. . - 
Bur if all theſe Advantages were not deri- 
ved to us from our Right of Rule over the 
Creatures, there is ſomething ſingularly de- 
lightful in contemplating the human Domi- 
nion in this nether Orb, even in the Light 
of its Grandeur, Magnificence, Variety and 


Extent, diſtinck from its Uſes: But above all, 


x — 


8 


* Caterpillars 1 often bom found deſtructive in many 
Regions of the Earth; and Naturaliſts tell us of one kind of 


them, whoſe Smell is ſo offenſive, that no human Creature can 
ſtand before it. 


in 
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in contemplating the Wonders of God in the 
Deep ! to obſerve ſuch infinite Numbers, 
with ſuch infinite Variety of Creatures, in an 
Element ſo ſeemingly adyerſe to Life; and 
to ſee them ſo immenſely prolific, in a Re- 
gion of Salt and Sand, the livelieſt Emblems 
of Barrenneſs * to obſerve their Procreation, 
and Increaſe (in many Inſtances) by Means, 
and in a Method, ſo utterly different from 
earthly Animals, and ſuch as would exhauſt 
the Admiration of Ages! and will perhaps 
continue to do ſo to all Eternity, under the 
Notice of very ſuperior Beings, and under 
the Contemplation of Wiſdom infinitely 
tranſcending that of Man. 


I ſpeak this wih the greateſt Deference to 
the Judgment and Authority of my learned 
Adverſary; and if I have the Misfortune to 
err in this Opinion, I have however the Fe- 
OP to err, after the Judgment of the witeſt 

Men and greateſt Philoſophers of all Ages. — 
But if on the other Hand, the Dominion of Man 
over the other Creatures, to all- the Purpoſes 


*— 


* I am fully fatisfied, that there i is no Element without its 
proper Inhabitants: The Fire-fly, (which is generated, lives, 
and ſubſiſts in Fire, and periſhes our of it) deſcribed by ſeveral 
ancient Naturaliſts, and known to them all, and to ſome of the 
Moderns, is to me a full Proof of this Poſition. I recommend 
this Obſervation to the ſerious Reflexions of thoſe merry Gen- 
tlemen who ridicule the perpetual Duration of the human Bo- 
dies in the Torments of Hell. 
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above-mentioned, and to that of Philoſophy 
added to them all, be of no Uſe, then muſt 


it be owned, that Apicius was a much more 


conſiderable Man than either Pliny or Ariſtotle; 
and that Solomon did, with 3 Propriety, 
pronounce his own Wiſdom upon this Head, 


Vanity and Vexation of Spirit. 


I the Dominion of Man over the Brute 
World, diſtin from the Advantage of eating 
them, is found in Fact to anſwer many noble 
and excellent Uſes, now, under all the Com- 
plaints of the Difficulty of Science, and Short- 
neſs of Life, it is evident, that theſe and 
many other Uſes might be ſerved by ſuch a 
Dominion in the antediluvian World, from 
that Knowledge of the Creatures which Adam 
derived from immediate Inſpiration, which 
however did not, in all Probability, extend 
to the Uſe either of Food or Raiment, inaſ- 


much as neither of theſe were neceſſary i in the 
paradiſaical State. 


To what Purpoſes that Knowledge of 
Adam's ſerved beyond common Conveniency, 
we cannot ſay; but this is obvious, that (ſup- 
poſing it not perfect) it was eaſy to add to it, 
from the continued eee of even one 
curious Enquirer, for the Space of 8 or goo 
Years together, and much more from the 
united Activity and Curiofity of many ſuch, 
for more than 1600 Years. 


'THE 
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THE Reader will, I hope, believe by this 
Time, that it was not altogether an unmean- 
ing and inſignificant Dominion which God 
gave Adam over the Creatures, even ſuppo- 
ſing it not to extend to a Right, or even to 
a Skill of eating them; and if my Adyerſary 
{till continues to think 1 it was, I ſhall only beg 
Leave to put him in Mind, that the Creatures 
in common Uſe for Food are comparatively 
few; and that he, in the CharaQer of a 
Chriſtian, 1s as much obliged to account for 
the Wiſdom and Uſe of Man's Dominion over 
the reſt, as I am; and that Man's Dominion 
over the reſt might anſwer the ſame Ends be- 
fore the Flood, which they anſwer now, and 
it may be more. 


Wy. VIII. Ob. 
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VIII. 


Objections to my Account of the Grant 
to Noah conſiderod. 


| HIS Author next proceeds to con- 
ſider the Prohibition of Blood in the 
Grant of animal Food to Noah. 


I nap ſaid, that one apparent Reaſon off 
this Prohibition was, to prevent unneceſſary 
Cruelty in the Uſe of the Creatures. To this 
my learned Adveriary an{wers, — © And 
« was not all this prohibited in the original 
« Grant given to Adam, tho' not expreſly, 
“yet implicitly, and as fully as if it had 
ce been expreſſed? When the great Creator 
« gave a reaſonable Creature Dominion over 
« ſome of the Works of his Hands, did he 
not give it them * to make a reaſonable 
« Uſe of them? Was not Mankind obliged 
to make Ule of their Reaſon then as much 
“ they are now? ——And was not Cruelty to 
e the Creature, or Luxury in the Uſe of them, 


— —————— 


N. B. The falſe Grammar of theſe Sentences is to be pre- 
ſumed a Slip of the Preſs. : 


„ 
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«© &c. as much a Crime before the Flood as 
e it has been ſince? ” 


Tk Reader, I ſuppoſe, {ron that any 
Command from God to Man in relation to the 
Uſe of the Creatures, muſt, on the Foot of 
this Principle, be uſeleſs, inaſmuch as he had 
made him a reaſonable Creature; and will 
not any other Command to him for any other 
Purpoſe, where Reaſon can direct, be uſe- 
leſs alſo for the ſame Reaſon? I am far from 
aſſerting, that my learned Adverſary either 
foreſaw or intended this Conſequence. But 
this is undeniable, that it clearly follows from 
the very Letter of his Poſition. For Inſtance; 
If a Prohibition of Cruelty to the Creatures 
was uſeleſs, becauſe Man was made a rea- 
ſonable Creature, then a Prohibition of 
_ Cruelty to Man was uſeleſs alſo for the ſame 
Reaſon; nay, in Truth was more uſeleſs ; 
becauſe Cruelty to Man is more contrary to 
Reaſon and Nature than Cruelty to a Brute; 
and therefore the Prohibition of Murder was 
abſolutely needleſs And the ſame may be 
inferred of every other moral Precept and 
Prohibition throughout the Scriptures: For 
when the great Creator made Man a reaſon- 
able Creature, and gave him Health, and 

Life, and Strength, did he not give them to 
him, (to ſpeak in the Style of this learned 
Author) to make a reaſonable Uſe of them? 
Was not Mankind obliged to make Uſe of their 


Reaſon 
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Reaſon then, as much as they are now? And was 


not Murder, or any other Violation of any 


moral Precept, as much a Crime in the Eye of 
Reaſon before the giving of the Law, or the 
Goſpel, as ſince? — And what's the neceſ- 


ſary Conſequence from hence, but the utter 


Uſeleſneſs both of the Law and Goſpel, with 
regard to Morality ! And is not this the 
Doctrine of the Author of CHriſtianity as old 


as the Creation, — and all the other Ad vo- 
cates of Infidelity ? 


Tris learned Author was, it ſeems, de- 
termined to confute my Diſſertations at any 
rate; but ſurely it muſt be Matter of melan- 
choly Reflexion, even to an Adverſary, to 
ſee this attempted by an avowed Chriſtian, 
(however undeſignedly) at the Expence of 
his Holy Religion! I ſhall only add, that 
the ſame Reaſonings which have proved this 


Argument, not only inconcluſive but con- 


temptible, in Infidel Writings, will always 
be ſufficient to render it invalid 1 In “ this. 


Bo r it ſeeins this Precept to > Noah was 
only intended to prevent Cruelty to the Crea- 
tures while they were alive, ? p. 7. this is, 


indeed, 


—„k„— 


* See Leland's Anſwer to Chriſtianity as old as the W 
and many others. 


+ N. B. The Chineſe and Indians beat all um to Death. 
See ancient Accounts of China, p. 35. 


Neither 


E 
FEET 


of Abſtinence from Blood. 55 
indeed, a very ſurprizing Obſervation.— 
And can this learned Author really believe 
me guilty of imagining, that the Defign of 

the Precept was, to prevent Cruelty to the 
Creatures when they were dead? This, I 
think, could not be his Meaning, tho” I can- 
not take upon me to ſay what was; —— un- 
leſs it were, that this was the ſole Reaſon of 
the Prohibition; and in that I differ from him 
for Reaſons which I will not repeat, and 
which the Reader may find, if he pleaſes, 
J hs Diſſertations (Vol. 2d. p. 10, 11, 12, 
Eng. Ed.) and which my Adverſary 
mould, 1 in Juſtice to his own Can- 
dour and Integrity, have produced, even 
tho' they ſhould be found (like ſome others) 


more entitled to his Contempt than Confuta- 
tion. 


N o w that this Precept was intended only 
to prevent Cruelty to the Creatures when 
alive, our learned Author tells us (ibid.) 
is evinced from the Permiſſion in the 1 4th 
« of Deuteronomy given to the Jeus, to ſell 
Creatures which died of themſelves (and 
« of Conſequence had the Blood in them) 
« to an Alien or a Stranger. For although 
the Alien or Stranger were not of the Stock 


Neither the one nor the other kill their Meat by cutting the 


Throat, as do the Mahomerans, but by beating * on the 
Mouth till they die. 


of 


56 Defence of the Deftrine 


&« of Abraham, yet they muſt be allowed to 
be the Sons of Noah to whom this Prohi- 
© bition was given. So that it is putting 
« the Scriptures in too ludicrous a Light, to 
« ſappoſe God Almighty permitting the 
&« Fews to ſell Meat to an Alien, which he 
«© had before-hand prohibited the Alien from 
1 n. 


QA K A 


THAT this Precept was intended only to 
prevent Cruelty to the Creatures when alive, is 
evinced (ſays my Ad verſary) from the Per- 
miſſion in the 1 4th as of Deuteronomy. 


nk : Jews were permitted t to ſell Creatures 
which died of themſelves, and conſequently 
had the Blood in them, to an Alien. 


THE Alien, tho? Noah's Son, might cat 
them when dead. 


THEREFORE, the Prohibition to Noah 
was only intended to prevent Cruelty to the 
Creatures while they were alive. 


POS s IBL the Reader may ſee the F orce 
of this Argument: I own, I cannot. 


BuT who told this — that the 
Stranger was prohibited by God to eat this 
Fleſh, which the Fews were permitted to ſell 
him? I am ſure I never advanced any ſuch 

Propo- 
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Propoſition. — Nor do I know any one that 
hath. He is here defeating a Monſter of 
his own making: And, I own, I am 
aſtoniſhed to think how any candid and intel- 
ligent Man could thus urge and inſiſt on this 
Objjection, without taking the leaſt Notice 
of a very plain and clear Anſwer made to it, 
in my Diſſertations, Fol. II. p. 15, 16, and 
again p. 39, 40; the Sum of which is this, 
| the Precept to Noah prohibited the eat⸗ 
ing of Blood in the Creature alive, or de- 
ſignedly left in it. or ſeparated from it when 
dead; and the Reaſons of this Prohibition 
were, Firſt, Becauſe the Blood was to be 
poured out upon the Altar to make Atone- 
ment. Secondly, Becauſe it was the Life; 
——and a religious Abſtinence from it was a 
proper Recognition of God, as the Author 
and Giyer of Life. — T hirdly, To prevent 
Cruelty to the Creatures, and in conſequence 
of that, Luxury in the Abuſe of them. 
And, Fourthly, Idolatry ; (the Reader may, 
if he thinks fit, ſee theſe Points diſcuſſed at 
large in my Diſſertations) but when the 
Creature died of itſelf, its Blood could neither 
be poured out upon the Altar for Atonement ;, 
nor abuſed to Idolatry; nor reverenced in Re- 
cognition of God's being the Author and the 
Giver of Life, nor ſpilt, to prevent Cruelty 
in the Uſe of the Creatures; and therefore 
there, . ſuch a ſmall Portion of i it, as could not 
be ſeparated from the Fleſh, was permitted 4 
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be eaten with it : In effeft permitted even to the 


Few, under a very light Penalty. 


Tuksk are the very Words of my Diſſer- 
tation, p. 39; — and can it be imagined af- 
ter this, that I belieyed this Fleſh prohibited 


to an Alien, by vertue of the Noachick Pre- 


cept. I believe no Mortal could imagine this, 
unleſs perhaps one who could believe me 


capable of thinking, that this Precept was 
intended to prohibit Cruelty to the Creatures 


after their Death. 


GROTIUS is of Opinion, that even the 


Alien, who was allowed to eat of Creatures 
that died of themſelves, was not allowed to 
eat the Blood of thoſe Creatures. Nec ohſtat 


quod incolæ incircumciſo permittit Lex mor- 


ticino veſci, Deut. xiv. 21. id enim fieri po- 
terat detracto ſanguine, non minus quam in eis 


animalibus que victils cauſa occidebantur. * , 


See his Comment upon Acts xv. and he is of 
Opinion, that all the Nations of the World 


obſerved this Law before they fell into Ido- 


latry. 


— 
Fi 


* By the Morticina here permitted to the Stranger, Grotius 
ſeems to underſtand, ſuch Creatures as by Wounds, or other 


Accidents, bled to Death; or, perhaps, being found in a dying 
ajtied from them before they expired, _ 


way, had the Blood dr 


H I pass. 


—* x 
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I rass by my learned Adverſary's Re- 
marks upon ſome of my Reaſonings, p. 8. 
nor will I envy him his Complacence in his 
own Performance, nor the Reader any Light 
he may receive from it; — neither ſhall 1 
make any other Remark on his Reaſoning 
P. 9. but to beſeech the Reader to reconſider 
that Part of my Diſſertation to which this is 
ſuppoſed an Anſwer, — and to conſult the 
beſt and moſt learned Commentators upon the 
Prohibition to Noah of eating the Blood with 
the Fleſh. — 5 


Txr1s Author is fo good as to allow, p. 
13. that one Reaſon why Blood was prohi- 
bited to be eaten, was, becauſe it was ap- 
pointed to make Atonement.— But as for the 
reſt of my Reaſons, he thinks them too inſig- 
nificant to be anſwered, — _ 


Is then the recognizing of God as the 
Author and Giyer of Life, a Reaſon of no 
Weight? 


GOD (ſays the learned Calmet) reſerved 
to himſelf the Blood of all Sacriſices, as abſo- 
' lute Maſter of Life and Death: And again, 
« God from the beginning forbad the eating 
« either of Blood alone, or of Blood mixed with 
the Fleſh, that is to ſay, Creatures ſuffo- 
cated and killed, without draining the Blood 

"0 “ from 
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tc from them, becauſe the Soul of the Crea- 


* ture (i. e. the animal Life) is in the 
« Blood. 


dee Calmet's Dict. Art. of Blood. 


« BLOOD (ſays another very learned 
Writer) © was prohibited, Firſt, As not ſo 
« wholeſome Food. Secondly, Leſt by 
« being fleſhed in Blood, they ſhould be- 
« come bloody-minded. Thirdly, Blood 


te the Organ of Life is holy to God the Au- 
“ thor of Life. — 


AND after all this, are we to be ſwayed 
by this one Gentleman's Opinion, to believe, 
that God had no other Reaſon for this Prohi- 
bition, but becauſe the Blood was to make 
Atonement? *Tis ſtrange that ſo man 
learned Men ſhould have thought he had. 


« SIC enim Deus (fays Le Clerc upon 
this Precept) © homines fine immanitate Brutis 
o utendum docuit; nam cum effundi eorum 


« ſanguis nequeat, ſine celeri morte, per ex- 


« quifita veluti An. non Ye occidenda 
« oftendit,”—— 


IT is evident, that this learned Author 
alſo (and it were very eaſy to count up 
more) thinks, that God intended to prohibit 
Cruelty to the Creatures by this Precept.— 


And 
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And Cruelty to Brutes he thinks a natural 
Introduction to Cruelty to Men. 1 


GROTIUS alſo and Maimonides tell us, 
there were phyſical Reaſons for this Prohibi- 
tion. The Words of Grotius are theſe, in 
his Annot. Acts xv. Et certe pracepti illius 
ſicut obſervatio, non nimis ſuperſiitioſa, eft 
facilis, ita cauſe honeſtæ admodum, nam 
quod naturale eft ſpectamus, ſolent que tall 
alimento utuntur gentes efferart. 


HE inſtances in the Americans; and he 
might have inſtanced in the Scythians, and 
many barbarous Man- eating Nations, upon 

the Eaſtern Coaſts of fa. 
[See Ancient 71 ravels to China.] 


WII I this learned Author aſſert, that | 

Blood was not abuſed to the Purpoſes of Ido- 
| latry, or that God did not foreſee that it 
= would? For if he foreſaw this, that was 
| ſurely a good Reaſon for prohibiting it. 


= AND after all, is ; this learned Gentleman | 
ſure, that Diet hath no Influence upon our | 
Tempers ? All that I Know, is, that learned | 
Men of all Ages have thought it had; and I | 
ſpoke on their Judgments, not my own; | 
nor hath the Weight of his Judgment yet | 
{ſwayed me in Oppoſition to theirs. | 
Bur 


r 
) 
t 
] 
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Bur this learned Author tells us, p. 12. 
that © when Providence is pleaſed to give his 
« Reaſons (Providence you ſee is here, by 
a bold Figure of Speech, made a Perſon) 
<« he thinks we ought to be content there- 
« with.” 


May we not then' ſearch out for ſome 
Reaſons of a Precept or Prohibition, which 
Providence hath not been pleaſed to aſſign ? 
Commentators and Preachers, are, upon this 
Suppoſition, a very uſeleſs and infignificant 
Sett of Mortals: Where they have often 
been moſt honoured, and their Aſſiſtance 
moſt ſought. — Solomon ſeems to me to 
have thought otherwiſe upon this Point ; 
he thinks it 7s the Glory of God to conceal 


a thing, Prov. xxv. 2. The Honour and 
Majeſty of God may often be concerned in 


giving his Decrees, without aſſigning any 


Reaſon for them. But ſhould Men, upon 


a diligent and humble Enquiry, find out 
any Reaſons of ſuch Decrees worthy the 


Wiſdom and Goodneſs of God, ſhall thoſe 
be rejected becauſe not aiſigned? This Au- 


thor may allow himſelf in this Conduct: I 
dare not follow his Example. — At leaſt I 
am ſure I could not reject the Decree, tho' I 
ſhould deſpiſe the Reaſons aſſigned for it; 
tho' the Reaſons of any divine Law were too 
hard 
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hard for me, and I obſeryed the wiſe Son of 
Sirach's Direction, not to ſearch the things 
that are above my Strength, yet ſhould I. 
add with him, — but what is commanded 


thee, think thereupon with Reverence, Ecclus. 
Ul. 22. 
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IX. 


M Adverſary s Argument from the 
Inſtitution of the Lord s Supper con- 
. 


Ne HIS learned Author's next Para- 
graph brings two heavy Charges 


T 
Wy, 
upon me (both, I hope, unde- 


ſerved. 


HE hopes I recollect, (which ſeemingly 
implies that I had forgot) that the << receiving 
« Bread and Wine was inſtituted by Chriſt 
„ himſelf, in Commemoration of the innu- 
« merable Benefits which, by his precious 
y Blood-ſhedding, he hath obtained to us, 
«oc. 


A &ﬆA 


Bur why ſhould this Gentleman think I 
forgot this? Becauſe he tells me, p. 13, that 


I fay, (p. 37.) that — © we have as much ., 
« Reaſon to abſtain from Blood now in Com- 


« memoration 
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* memoration of the Atonement made by 
« the Blood of Chriſt for the Sins of the 
« whole World, as it was to abſtain from it 
e in view of that Atonement, Sc.. 

5 

THIS is indeed a very n Rea- 
ſon for believing, that I forgot the Sacrament 
of the Lord's Supper, inſtituted in Memoty 
of this Atonement, 


Bur do I really ſay ſo? This learned Au- 
thor will, I hope, (beſides the Nonſenſe im- 
puted to me in this Paragraph) forgive me 
if I think this a very wrong (tho' I am in- 
clined to think it a miſtaken) Repreſen- 
tation: My Words are theſe, “ and ſurely 
„Lis no more unreaſonable (tho I won't take 
Ait upon me to pronounce it ſtrictly obli- 
« gatory) to abſtain, Sc.“ 


Tus Author proceeds, p. 14. © and the 
- Appointment of this Inſtitution by our Sa» 
* viour Jeſus Chriſt, for this very End and 
“ Purpoſe, in Commemoration of himſelf 
« once offered, wherein he made a full, 
« perfect, and ſufficient Sacrifice, Oblation, 
Hand Satisfaction for the Sins of the whole 
«© World, is a ſtrong Proof to me, that al- 
though the Precept given to Noah had 
“been conceived in as full and ample 
„Terms, as that which was given after- 


«< wards to the Vun, yet its Obligation 
« would 
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« wonld have ceaſed when the Sacrifice and 


« the Oblation ceaſed. Ce ante ratione, 
« cefſat lex. 


To this I anſwer, that had the View of 
the Atonement to be made by the Blood of 
Chriſt, been the only Reaſon of the Abſti- 
nence from Blood, enjoined by God, this 
Argument would have ſome Appearance of 
Reaſon and Proof. — But that this was not 
the only Reaſon of that Abſtinence, the 
Reader is by this Time, I hope, fully 
ſatisfied. 


BESIDES, if it had been the only Reaſon 
of this Abſtinence, the appointing a new 
Memorial of any ſignal Mercy from God, 


does not, in my Apprehenſion, abſolutely 


and neceſſarily abrogate and deſtroy the 
old. 


Sur os r the Inſtitution of the Sacrament 
a new Rule of Action in this Caſe, the plain 


Queſtion is, Whether there be any Incon- 


ſiſtency between the new Rule and the old; 


for if there be not, I cannot ſee why both 


may not ſubſiſt at the ſame Time. 


Bur it is urged, p. 14. that © all the 
« other Types of our Saviour's coming, or 
of his Death, vaniſhed in their Accom- 
85 pliſnment, and the Obligation of obſerving 

I 
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« them was diſannulled in their being fulfil- 
« led; how much more then ought this Type 
« to ceaſe on the ceaſing of the Oblation 
« and Sacrifice? Eſpecially when we conſi- 
« der, that Chriſt was pleaſed to appoint a 
« new and particular Inſtitution in Remem- 
« brance of that Sacrifice which he offered 
« for the Sins of Mankind, in his own Per- 
cc ſon, on the Croſs.” 


Now this Objection, (if I rightly appre- 
hend the Meaning of this hard Word diſan- 
nulled with great Submiſſion, evidently 
confutes itſelf; for if Abſtinence from Blood 
had been enjoyned merely and ſolely becauſe 
the Blood of the Sacrifice was a Type of the 
Atonement to be made by the Blood of Chriſt, 
—— then it would follow, that this Abſti- 
nence ſhould ceaſe from the Moment of our 
Saviour's Paſſion, 7, e. from the Moment 
that the Atonement was made for the Sins of 
the whole World. * — Can any thing be 
plainer? And yet were the Apoſtles ——— 
of this? 


Mos r certainly they were, upon this 
Gentleman's Principles; for otherwiſe, it 
were impoſſible they could act ſo abſurdly, 
as to re- enjoin this Abſtinence fo many Years 


ue a. 


* It would alſo follow, that no Blood ſhould be abſtained 
from but that of the Sacrifice from the very Beginning. 


K 2 after 
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after the Reaſon of it had entirely ceaſed. — 
For did not all the Types of our Saviour"s 
Death vaniſh in their Accompliſbment? 


THe Conſequences from this Conduct of 
the Apoſtles are dreadful, — and therefore, 
either this learned Authors Opinion is very 
erroneous, or the Apoſtles could not be what 
they pretended, divinely inſpired. —— The 
Reader will embrace which Part of this 
Disjunction he thinks moſt reaſonable : Nor 
will my Adverſary get rid of this Difficulty 
by ſuppoſing the Apoſtolick Decree about 
Blood, Oc. directed to the Proſelyte Con- 
verts only. —— However, I ſhall now proceed 


to examine the Grounds and Reaſons of that 
Opinion. — 


BvovT firſt I muſt beg leave to thank this 


Gentleman for ſome Conceſſions previous to 
the Point in debate. 


Firſt, He owns himſelf to be a Chriſtian, 
f. 12. And, 


Secondly, HE allows this Part of the Senp⸗ 
ture to be * pP. 15. 


AND I am the more pleaſed with the 
latter, as it ſhortens the Diſpute between 
Us. 


He 
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HE hath indeed made a third Conceſ- 
fion, for which I cannot think myſelf in- 
debted. — 1“ do likewiſe allow (fays he) 
e that the Practice of Abſtinence from Blood 
« had a long Continuance in a great Part of 


« the Chriſtian Church, and eſpecially among 
« the Greeks, — 


Br will this learned Gentleman allow no 
more? Will he not allow, that this Practice 
prevailed for ſome Time throughout the 
whole Chriſtian Church, and continues to this 
Day in the Greek Church? *Tis very ſtrange, 
that this learned Gentleman, who values him- 
ſelf ſo juſtly upon his Sincerity, ſhould yet 
ſcruple to allow what no Man of common 
Learning and Candour will, I believe, ven- 
ture to deny. | 


I w 1LL not infiſt, that he ſaw the Conſe. 
quence which muſt follow from this Concef- 
ſion, made in its full Extent, vis. That it is 
much more probable that he ſhould, at this 
Diſtance of Time, be miſtaken in the Inten- 
tion and Extent of the Apoſtolick Decree, 
than that the whole Chriſtian Church ſhonld 
be ſo miſtaken, for the three firſt and pureſt 
Centuries of the Chriſtian Ara. 


X. 7 be 
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X. 


T he principal Poſitions upon which my 
Adverſary grounds his Oppoſition to 
me, — in relation to the Apoſtolick 
Decree. 


EN DireQion tothe Jewiſh Proſely tes, 
RED he thinks evident upon the fol- 
lowing Principles, and the Infe- 

rences that are or may be deduced from them; 
at leaſt, as far as I am able to collect from his 
Reaſonings upon this Point, with all the At- 
tention I am Maſter of. 


Firſt, In the firſt place, he tells us, 
Cp. 16.) that Proſelytes of the Gate, are, in 
the Language of the New Teſtament, ſome- 
times called Gentiles, ſometimes Greeks, 
ſometimes Worſvippers, ſometimes devout, 

ious, 
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pious, or prudent Men, and ſometimes they 
are denoted by the Appellation of thoſe who 
fear God. This Decree (ſays he) is plainly 


directed to thoſe who from among the Gen- 
tiles are turned unto God. 


THe natural Inference from theſe Poſitions, 
tho' not urged, is ſeemingly this, that where- 
ever we meet the Words Gentile, Greek, pru- 
dent Man, &c. in the New Teſtament, we 


are to underſtand by them Proſelytes of tbe 
Gate. | 1 


Secondly, TRE firſt mention of St. Paul's 
Miſſion to the Gentiles, he tells us, is that, 
Acts xiii. where he and Barnabas are ſepa- 
rated for that Work, — p. 1 7. 


Thirdly, Tnar Sergius Paulus, converted 
in that Progreſs, was a Proſelyte of the Gate, 
P. 18. 


Fourthiy, Hz doubts (he ſays . 19.) 
whether the Apoſtles preached to the idola- 
trous Gentiles, before the paſling of the De- 
cree, {viz. about Blood, c.) and it is 
plain from his whole Reaſoning upon this 
Point, that he believes they did not. — 


Fifthly, Hs thinks, that St. Paul made 
not any Conyerts from among the idolatrous 
Gentiles, 
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Gentiles, till a Year at leaft after the Decree 
was paſt, in his next Apoſtolical Journey at 
Theſſalonica, p. 1 9. 


Sixthly, Hx thinks it reaſonable, that as 
the Goſpel of Chriſt was firſt preached to the 
Jews, and confined to them, that the firſt 
Gentile Converts ſhould be half-Fews, (p. 19.) 
and upon this Principle, I preſume it is, that 
he thinks St. Paul's firſt Apoſtolick Journey 
was directed to thoſe Gentiles who were Pro- 
ſelytes of the Gate, p. 19. 


Seventhly, He thinks, that if this Decree 
had been intended for a Rule to the idola- 
trous Gentiles, St. Paul, when he wrote to 
them afterwards upon thoſe Heads, would 
certainly have taken Notice of this Decree, 


whereas on the contrary he permits them to 


eat all forts of Meats, even Things offered to 
Idols 1n the Idol-Temples, P. 30. 


Eight hy, As to the Reaſon, why Forni- 
cation, an Offence againſt the Law of Nature, 
is joined with things in their Nature indiffe- 
rent, he tells us, he is not certain whether the 
ew did not think as lightly of this Point 
as the Gentiles, who thought Fornication no 
Crime. — He does not find the Word For- 
nication uſed in the Old Teſtament but 1 in one 
— of Ezekiel; — and then he thinks it 

rather 
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rather alludes to Idolatry ; ——and that which 
makes this Reaſoning the ſtronger (ſays he) 
is, that there is no other Offence againſt the 
Lay of Nature mentioned in this Peeree, 
GP. 33. from whenee 'tis evident, that he 
thinks Fornication was not criminal in the 
Judgment of the Fews, nor prohibited in the 
Old Teſtament. 


I of EXE "37 


L. XI. Theſe 
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XI. 
Theſe Eight Poſitions conſidered in 
their Order. 


OW it is my Misfortune to think 
every one of theſe Poſitions 
(upon which this learned Gen- 
tleman grounds his Oppoſition 
to me) erroneous; and ſome of 
them to ſuch a Degree, that I think myſelf 
very unhappy in being forced, even in my 
own Defence, to go about to confute them. 
— However, I muſt at all Adventures de- 
fend what I apprehend to be Truth. — 


Firſt, AN p firſt, as to the ſeveral Appel- 
lations by which Proſelytes of the Gate are 
diſtinguiſhed in the New Teſtament, 


One of theſe, he tells us, is Greeks, as if 
Greek were but another Name for Profelyte : 
Whereas, I muſt confeſs, I never could find it 

once 
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once uſed in that Senſe throughout the whole 
New Teſtament. | 


TE Hulleniſts, or Jews of the Diſperſion, 
are ſometimes render'd Greeks in our Tranſ- 
lation, as Acts vi. 1. — ix. 29. and the 
Word is ſometimes taken for the Gentzles at 
large, as As xi. 20. they being ſo called by 
the Fews from the Eſtabliſhment of the 
Greek Empire: It is alſo ſo uſed in the 
2 Maccabees iv. 36. and in Joſephus Antiq. 
J. 19. c. 4. c. 6. c. 7. 10 alſo St. Pau uſes 
the Word, Rom. i. 14. I am Debtor both to 
the Greeks and Barbarians. — So alto, v. 16. 
to the Jew and to the Greek; and again, x. 
12. for there is no Difference between the Jew 
and the Greek; and again, Galat. iii. 28. 
there is neither Jew nor Greek; again, 1 Cor. 
i. 22, 23. for the Jews require a Sign, and 
the Greeks ſeek after Wiſdom. — But we 
preach Chriſs crucified, unto the Jews a 

Stumbling-Block, and to the Greeks Fooliſh- 
neſs; — and ſo likewiſe in ſeveral other 
Places, Jew and Greek are but other Words 
for Jew and Heathen. — Even the Greeks, 
who are called devout, Acts xvii. 4. are not 
underſtood by Men of Learning to be 
Proſelytes, tho* they bid faireſt for that Ti- 
tle, but the pious among the Feathers at 
large. Such as are ſtiled in the Talmud 
the pious among the Gentiles, in the 1oth 
Chapter of the Acts, u. 4. Greeks ſignify the 

| 3 native 
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native Inhabitants of Coriuth, in Oppoſition 
to the Jews; and in the ſame Senſe at the 
17th Verſe of the ſame Chapter, where it is 
ſaid, that the Greeks took Soſthenes, the Ru- 
ler af the Synagogue, and beat him before the 
Judgment Seat : Theſe were the ſame Greeks 
with whom Paul was before ſaid to have diſ- 
puted on the Sabbath; for that, it ſeems, was 
cuſtomary for the Greeks to do, as Grotius 
obſerves. — Now it can ne'er be imagin'd, 
that Few:/b Proſelytes would treat a Ruler of 
the Synagogue in ſuch a manner. — So that 
' theſe were plainly idolatrous Heathen. 


T x15 Gentleman will not, I preſume, ſay, 
that the Greek Woman, out of whoſe Daugh- 
ter our bleſſed Saviour caſt a Devil, Mark vii. 
26, 27. was a Proſelyte: The Context plain- 
1y ſhews that ſhe was an 1dolatrous Heathen. 


WiLrL he ſay, that the Greeks in the 
Text of St. John c. vii. 35. were Proſelytes, 
our 'Tranſlators plainly underſtood it other- 
wiſe, and ſo do all Commentators whom 1 
have conſulted. So Grotius underſtands it; 


and the Syriack Verſion renders it the 
wicked. 


Nox will the more judicious Learned al- 
low him, that even the Greeks, who are ſaid 
to haye come up to worſhip at the Feaſt 
( 7 ohn xii. 20.) were either Jews Or Proſe- 

== „ 


4 
} 
: 
} 


lytes, but pious Heathens that worſhipped 


one God, * who naturally reſorted to this 


Temple; there being no other to which they 
could reſort without Idolatry. 


AN D as for the Word Gentiles and Proſe- 


| lytes being ſynonymous, the contrary to this 


is ſo notoriouſly true, that this learned Au- 
thor might, with almoſt as much Appearance 


of Reaſon, have affirmed Hebrews and 


Heathens to be ſynonymous 'Terms. 


So utterly groundleſs is this Opinion of 
our learned Author, that Greek, Gentile, and 
Proſelyte are ſynonymous Terms, — Nor is 
he much happier in ſuppoſing, that pious, 
devout, prudent, and Proſelyte are Words of 
the ſame Signification, as any Man will ſoon 
ſee who conſiders the Point, and conſults the 
Judgments of the Learned upon it. — 


Secondly, As to the ſecond Point, viz. 
our Author's Aſſertion, that the firſt Mention 
of St. Paul's Miihon to the Gentiles, is that 


Ads xiii. This, in my Opinion, cannot be 


made out in any Senſe; for immediately af- 
ter his Converſion God declares to Ananas, 
that Saul was a choſen Veſſel unto him, to bear 
his Name unto the Gentiles, Acts. ix. 1 5. 


— . — — 
a N 


# Sce Grotins upon the Place. 


And 
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AND that he was actually ſent on this 
Errand, at that very Time, appears very 
clearly from his own Account of that Matter 
in the Preſence of {zrippa, Acts xxvi. 15, 
16, 17. And I ſaid, Who art thou, Lord? 
And he ſaid, I am Jeſus, whom thou perſe- 
cuteſt: But riſe, and ſtand upon thy Feet; for 
] have appeared unto thee for this Purpoſe, to 
make thee a Mini ſler and a Witneſs both 0 
theſe Things which thou haſt ſeen, and of thoſe 
Things in the which I will appear unto thee ; 
delivering thee from the People, and from the 
Gentiles, auto whom now I ſend thee. 
And we learn from his own Account of him- 
felf, Gal. 1. 16, 17. that immediately after 
his Converſion he went into Arabia, the 
Iſumaelites being, perhaps, in the Order of 
Providence, next to be regarded after the 


Fews. 


THE candid Reader will judge from 
hence how juſt that Aſſertion of my learned 
Adverſary, is, p. 19. that it was ten Years 
after St. Paul's Converſion before he received 
bis Miffon to the Gentiles. 


AGAIN, it appears, that upon his firſt 
Arrival at Jeruſalem, ſome Years after his 
Converſion, whilſt he prayed in the Temple, 


and was in a Trance, God ſaid unto him, 


Depart, (i. e. from Fers/akm) for I will 2 
| thee 
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thee far hence unto the Gentiles, Act, xxii. 
21. This I take to be indiſputably his ſe- 
cond Miſſion to the Gentiles; at leaſt five 
Years before that mentioned Ads xiii.— 
which was his third Miſſion. -, 

NoR is it any Objection to this Opinion, 
that he and Barnabas were now ſeparated in 
a a ſolemn manner for that Work; for where 
is the Abſurdity of ſuppoſing a ſolemn and 


devout Preparation precedent to every parti- 
cular Miſſion? 


H1s third Miſſion is, by the Miniſtry of 
the Church, directed by the Holy Ghoſt, 
and there a ſolemn Preparation was pro- 
per, and perhaps neceſſary, not only for 
their Direction and Edification, but alſo for 
the Direction of the Church in future Ages. 
— His firſt and ſecond Miſſions were by the 
immediate Command of God ; — and what 
Preparations preceded them, I take it for 


granted, were not neceſſary to be known, 
becauſe not told. 


Bur our learned Author will, perhaps, 
tell us, that by Gentiles, in all theſe Places, 
are meant, Jewiſh Proſelytes.——If he ſhould 
think fit to aſſert this, that Point, ſhall, by 
God's Bleſſing, be more fully conſidered un- 
der the 5th and 6th Heads, on which I have 
the Misfortune to differ from him. 


Thirdly, 
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Thirdly, T PROCEED now to confider the 
third, vis. Whether Sergius Paulus, Procon- 
ful, or rather Proprætor, of Cyprus, was a 
Jewiſh Proſelyte of the Gate. 


Ov & learned Author ſays he was, and this 
he tells us © appears from his Intimacy with 
« Barjeſus the Few, and his calling for Bar- 


'< nabas and Saul, and deſiring to hear the 


« Word of God, fince it is plain that he muſt 
ce believe in God, before he would defire to 
« hear the Word of God.” — . 18. 


J. O u learned Author believes he was 


a Proſelyte from his Intimacy with a Few. 


Muſt every one then who had anciently any 
Intimacy with a Few be concluded a Profe- 
lyte? This indeed 1s a ftrange Infinuation ! 
if this learned Author thinks, that Barjeſus 
being a Few would not converfe with Sergins 
Paulus, unleſs he were a Profelyte, I ſhould 
be glad to learn of him, why St. Peter made 
any Difficulty of converſing with Cornelius, 
who, upon his Suppoſition, was a Proſelyte? 
*Tis evident, that if Sergius Paulus was a 
Proſelyte, becauſe a Few converſed with him, 
Cornelius was not a Proſelyte, becauſe a Few 
would not converſe with him till commanded 
by God. —— 


Bo r 
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Bur this Author hath another Proof of 
+Sergius's being a Proſelyte, and that is, he- 
cauſe he believed in God. Were Cicero and 
Socrates Proſelytes for that Reaſon? Our Au- 
thor ſeems to me to have intimated to us 
before, that where-eyver we meet the 
Words, Greek, Gentile, devout, prudent, &c. 
throughout the New Teſtament, we are to 
underſtand by them, Proſely tes of the Gate; 
and now it ſeems, where- ever we hear of one 
who believes in God; he alſo muſt be a 
Proſelyte; who then are they whom we are 
not to believe Proſelytes? None that I can 
conceive but Fews and Atheiſts: For every 
other Denomination of Mankind muſt of Ne- 
ceſſity fall under ſome one or other of the 
Characters above- mentioned. 
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Bur after all, was this ſame Barjeſus 
really a Few? St. Paul expreſly tells us, that 
He is not a Jew, who is a Jew outwardly. 
That Elymas was a Few by Extraction, 1 
grant; but, with great Submiſſion, there 1s 
Reaſon to believe, that he was no Few by 
Religion; for the Text tells us, he was a 
falſe Prophet and a Sorcerer, two Characters 
utterly inconſiſtent with any true Belief in 
the Jewiſh Religion, — which expreſly and 
repeatedly prohibited all Arts of Magick as 
Abominations to God. X SUCH- 

* Thus Tevit. xix. 31. Regard not them that have familiar 


Spirits, neither ſeek after Wizards to be defiled by them: I am the 
Lord your God. 


ww Again, 
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Soc a one, whom St. Paul, to crown his 

Character, calls a Child of the Devil, and 
Enemy of all Righteouſneſs, was doubtleſs a 
very proper Perſon to make Converts to the 
Worſhip of the true God. 


Bur if Elymas was a believing Jew, and 
Sergius Paulus a Proſelyte, becauſe he con- 
verſed with him, (for we know no more of 
his Intimacy than this) then muſt we believe, 
that Zitus and Yeſpafian were alſo Proſelytes, 
becauſe Joſephus converſed with them; and 
yet I don't find, that any of the Criticks or 


Again, Levit. xx, 6. And the Soul that turneth after ſuch as 
have familiar Spirits, aud after Wizards, to go a whoring after 
them, I will even ſet my Face againſt that Soul, and will cut 
him off from among his People. 

If Sergius Paulus had known this Penalty, and had any Faith 
in the Old Teſtament, in all Probability he would have kept 
Barjeſus at a greater Diſtance. 1 

Again, Levit. xx. 27. A Man alſo or a Woman that hath a 
funiliar Spirit, or that is a Wizard, ſhail ſurely be put to Death; 
they ſhall ſtone them with Stones, their Blood ſhall be upon them. 

And again, Deut. xviii. 10, 11, 12. There ſhall not be found 
among you, any one that maketh his Son or his Daughter to paſs 
thro the Fire, — or that uſeth Divination, or an Obſerver of Times, 
or an Enchanter, or a Witch, 

Or a Charmer, or a Conſulter with familiar Spirits, or a Wizard, 
pr 4 Necromancer; : 

For all who do theſe Things are an Abomination to the Lord. 

If Barjeſus had been a believing Nee. could he have allowed 
himſelf in theſe evil Arts? Or, if this falſe Prophet had be- 
lieved the true Prophets, he ſurely could not have deſpiſed that 
dreadful Threat in the 3d Chapter of Malachi, v. 5. I will be 4 
- wit Witne's again rhe Sorcerers, &c. | e 


” 


Com- 
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Commentators, or even any of the Jews 


themſelves, have made this Inference, how- 
eyer it might flatter their Vanity. 


Fourthly, TAE fourth Point in Conteſt be- 
twixt me and this Author, is, Whether the 
Apoſtles preached to the idolatrous Heathens, 
as he calls them (but, as I apprehend, they 
ought to be called non-proſelyted * Heathens) 
before the Decree at Jeriſalem, he thinks 
they did not, and I think they did, for the 
following Reaſons. 


1. BECAUS« the Apoſtolick Decree was, 
as I apprehend, directed to them. 


I TAXE it for granted, that this Decree 
was made in Conformity to the Will of God 
declared by St. James, in the Introduction to it; 
and that evidently reſpected the whole Gentile 
World {AFs xv. 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19.) 
Simeon hath declared (ſays St. Fames) how 
God at the firſt did viſit the Gentiles to take 
out of them a People for his Name. And to 

this agree the Words of the Prophets, as it is 
written, After this I will return, and will 
build again the Tabernacle of David, which is 
fallen down: And 1 will build again the Ruins 


* Non-proſelyted I think the properer Term, inaſmuch as 1 
can by no Means bring myſelf to believe, that all Heathens, who 
were not Proſelytes, were Idolaters. 


M 2 thereof; 
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thereof; and I will ſet it up, that the Reſidus 
of Men might ſeek after the Lord, and all 
the Gentiles upon whom my Name is called, 
faith the Lord, who doeth all theſe Things. 
Known unto God are all his Works, from the 
Beginning of the World. Wherefore my Sen- 
tence ig, &c. 


N ow if this Decree was made in Confor- 
Ml. mity to the Will of God, here declared, and 
| th; the Apoſtle plainly grounds his Sentence 
li upon it, and upon this Sentence the Decree 
|| was founded, then is it undeniable, that this 
li Decree was intended as a Direction to all the 
fl Heathen, who were or ſhould become Con- 
0 verts to the Chriſtian Religion, to the End of 


4 the World. 
1 2. BECAUSE there was no ſuch thing as 
i a Proſelyte of the Gate, properly ſpeaking, 
among the Fews, from the Time of the Ba- 
1 byloniſh Captivity. — All Forms of Admiſ- 
1 ſion into that Order, ceaſed from amongſt 
ll them, from the Time that they themſelves 
9 ceaſed to be a free People; /See Selden de 
i jure Nat. & Gent. &c. J. 2. c. 3. p. 18), 
Wh 188.) and all Heathens who worſhipped the 
one true God, were freely permitted to dwell 
amongſt them, without any Form of Ad- 
miſſion into any Proſelytiſm of any kind; and 
ſuch was, as both Selden and Grotius agree, 
Cornelius the Centurion, Acts x. 


H o w- 
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HoWEVER, ſince theſe Men may in ſome 
ſort be conſidered as Proſelytes of the Gate, 
becauſe they belieyed in one God, and re- 
nounced Idolatry, as the Proſelytes of the 
Gate did; let us for once ſu ppoſe them ſuch : 
Suppoſe Cornelius, and all his Houſe, Proſe- 
lytes, (and the rather, becauſe he ſeems to 
have obſerved the ſtated Hours of Prayer in 
Uſe with the Jews} muſt we likewiſe ſu 
poſe all his Kinſmen and near Friends to have 
been Proſelytes? The Text ſays, that Peter 

found many with him. He was a Heathen, 
Cæſarea was inhabited partly by Heathens, 
and partly by Fews, it is not to be doubted 
but his Friends and Kindred were Heathen 
there is not the leaſt Colour of Reaſon to be- 
lieve they were Proſelytes; and yet as little 


is it to be doubted, that they were all made 
Converts. ES 


HERE is a particular Account of the Ser- 
mon preached to them on this Occaſion; and 
doubtleſs a very proper Sermon it was to mere 

Heathens, who, from their Situation and 
Circumſtances could not fail to have heard 
both of the Jewiſh Prophets, of Jeſus, his 
Miracles, and his Reſurrection. 


BESIDES all this, I think it probable 
from St. Peter's Apology, that neither Cor- 
nelius, nor any of his Friends were Proſe- 


lytes, 


that it is unlawful for a Man that is a Jew 
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lytes, — 2e know (lays the Apoſtle) how 


to keep Company, or come unto one of another 
Nation. Is it to be imagined, that the 
Jews were prohibited all kind of Commerce 
with their Proſelytes who dwelt amongſt 
them? a Proſelyte of the Gate was admitted 
into their Synagogues: Could a greater Pri- 
vilege be granted, and a leſs denied them? 
Beſides, — 


Wx learn from the next Chapter, that the 
Apoſtles were offended at St. Peter's Conduct 
in this Point; and we ſee the Subſtance of his 
Apology, is, that God had now taken away 
all Diſtinction between Few and Gentile 
—— upon which the Apoſtles held their 
Peace, and glorified God, ſaying, Then hath 
God alſo to the Gentiles granted Repentance 
unto Life, Acts xi. 18. Could all this Si- 
lence, Surprize, and glorifying of God, ariſe 
merely from the Converſion of two or three 


Proſelytes? 


AN p yet leſs Reaſon is there to believe, 
that the great Number of Grecians, that is, 
Heathens, ſaid to be converted at Antioch in 
the ſame Chapter Ads xi. 20, 21.) were 
only Proſelytes; — or that the Preaching of 
Paul and Barnabas there for a whole Year 
together upon this Encouragement i. e. be- 


cauſe of the Converſion of the Gentiles) was 


confined 
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confined to them; — the City was Heathen, 
it was large and populous, much People were 
taught there, v. 26. Muſt we of Neceſlity 
believe, that all theſe were either Jews or 
Proſely tes? All Men have not the ſame Mea- 
ſure of Belief; J own this exceeds mine. —— 
But I haſten to the Tranſaction at Antioch in 

Piſidia; in my Account of which I have had 


the Misfortune to give this learned Author 
ſuch great Offence. 


My Account of this Matter the Reader 
may, if he pleaſes, ſee in my ſecond Diſſer- 
tation, Pp. 45, Oc. where, I hope, I have 
not given the leaſt Ground to any one to 
imagine (however this learned Gentleman 
came to think 10) that the Gentiles, to whom 
St. Paul addreſſed himſelf ON. the firſt Sab- 
bath, and who deſired to hear him again on 
the next, were idolatrous Gentiles : 
Nothing could be more remote from my 
Thoughts than ſuch a Suppofition— The 
Difficulty with me was, how thoſe Numbers 
who came together on the next Sabbath, and 
are ſtiled in the Text, he Aultitudes, and 
almoſt the whole City, could all be imagined 
to be Proſelytes: Nor is this Difficulty any 
way abated by my Adverſary' s Comment 
upon thoſe Expreſſions ; he is pleaſed to tell 
me, that by the Expreſſion of almoſt the 
whole City, is meant no more than a great 
Multitude: I am ſure this learned Author 


could 
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could not imagine, that by the Expreſſion of 
almoſt the whole City's coming together, I 
could underſtand the literal crowding of the 


Houſes to hear the Apoſtle. 


I NEVER apprehended, that more was 
meant by thoſe Words than a great Multi- 
tude; but then I apprehend, that this Multi- 
tude was great, in Proportion to the Great- 
neſs of the City; and that it was a Multi- 
tude made up of almoſt all the Inhabitants of 
the City; (for ſo the Text fully warrants 
me to believe) and theſe, in my humble 
Opinion, can, with no Appearance of Rea- 
ſon, be preſumed to have been all Proſelytes. 


Bvr the Sermon which St. Paul preached 


on this Occaſion, was not proper for the 


Converſion. of Heathens; and he was deſired 


to preach the lane Sermon again the next 
Sabbath, . 20.— 


1A Low he was deſired to preach the 
ſame Sermon the next Sabbath, but does 
it foliow that he did fo; — is it to be 
doubted whether St. Paul had Wiſdom 
enough to vary his Diſcourſe as Occaſion re- 
quired, and accommodate it to his Audience? 
And was the Audience the ſame on the ſecond 
Sabbath? There is juſt as much Reaſon to 
believe, that his Diſcourſe was the ſame, as 


that the Audience was. 


But 
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Bur if our Author ſtill inſiſts, that all this 
mighty Multitude were Proſelytes, I deſire 
to know of him from whence the Envy of 
the Fews on this Occaſion could ariſe: 
The Text tells us, that when the Jews: ſaw 
the Multitudes, they were filled with Envy, v. 
45. did they envy that their own Proſelytes 
ſhould be preached to? Were they not 
preached to from the very firſt? Had not 
the Apoſtles preached to them on the pre- 
ceding Sabbath? Did they then ſhew any 
Signs of Envy? None that we are told of: 
What then could create their Envy now ? 
Why plainly this, that the Heathens at large, 
| whom they regarded as vile and deſpicable, 
ſhould, in this new Diſpenſation, be placed 
upon an equal Foot with themſelves, whom 
they conſidered as the Elect and the Children 
of God, —hinc illæ lachrymæ; — and I be- 
lieve our learned Author will find it hard to 
aſſign any other Reaſon of this Enyy, con- 
ſiſtent with common Senſe.“ 


I HAD obſerved in my Diſſertations, p. 
46, 47. that when the Fews contradicted and 
blaſphemed, the Apoſtles turned from them 
to the Gentiles; and when they had once 


1 — r 


— 


* St. Paul himſelf, I apprehend, fully juſtifies me in this 
Opinion, 1 Theſſal. ii. 16. where, among other Complaints 
he brings againſt the Fews, he mentions this as one,. 
forbidding us to ſpeak to the Gentiles that they might be ſaved. 


applied 
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applied themſelves to the Gentiles, in Con- 
tradiſtinction to the Jews, I thought it very 
improbable, that the Fews ſhould after 
this admit them to preach in their Syna- 
gogues; and beſides all this, when the Text 
told me, that the Word of the Lord was pub- 
liſhed throughout all the Region, JI thought I 
had Reaſon to believe, that the preaching of 
it was not confined to the Synagogues, or 
even to the City. 


To this my learned Adverſary objects, 
bp. 22.) that © the Original Word, which 
is here tranſlated publiſhed, is the ſame 
« with that made uſe of by St. Mark, where 
« he lays, xi. 16. that Ze/us would not ſuf- 
« fer that any Man ſhould carry a Veſlel 
“ thro? the Temple:” And what's the Infe- 
rence from thence, unleſs it be, that the 
Word of the Lord was, in this Gentleman's 
Judgment, carried throughout all the Region 
on this Occaſion, as Veſſels were carried thro” 
the Temple? Might not the ſame Word have 
one Senſe when applied to a Veſſel, and 
another when applied to the Word of the 
Lord? For my Part, I am content to under- 
ſtand the Word here as every Body elſe un- 
derſtands it, * tho' without the Cenſure of my 
Adverlary's Refinement. 


——— 
r SY 


In Piſidia diu predicant (ſays Pearſon in his Annales Paulini, 
P. 7.) præſertim Antiochiæ, donec verbum Dei diſſeminaretur per 
unverjam regionem, Acts xiii. 49. 


"MET 
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Bo r it ſeems, if I had allowed myſelf Pa- 
tien ce to read one Verſe further in this Chap- 
ter, I would have found it ſaid, that he 
Jews ſtirred up the devout and honourable Wo- 
men, and chief Men of the City, and raiſed 
Perſecution againſ} Paul and Barnabas, and 


expelled them out of their Coaſts, — p. 22. 


AN p could this learned Gentleman really 
think, that I wrote my Diſſertations without 
reading this Verſe? I beg leave to aſſure 
him, that I did read it, and attended to it; 
but I own, that all I could learn from it, was, 
that the Apoſtles were not expelled ri the 
Word of the Lord was pubhſhed throughout the 
whole Region; and that this was the very 
Reaſon of their Expulſion; and if this was 
not the Reaſon of their Expulſion, I ſhould 
be very glad this learned Author would be 
ſo good as to tell me what was. — 


Bur beſides all this, it ſeems, I miſtook 
this Antioch in Piſidia, which I call a great 
City, for another Autioch in Cœloſyria, (Poſt- 
{cript, p. 1.) otherwiſe I ſhould not have 
called this Antioch a great City, for which 
my learned Adverfary cannot find that I 
have any Authority in Hiſtory. — 


H 1 s not finding that I had any Authority 
for this Epithet, is, I own, at firſt Sight, a 
ſtrong Preſumption, that I was miſtaken; but 

N 2 is, 
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is, in Truth, only a Proof, that he gave 
himſelf little Trouble to enquire about it: 
For otherwiſe, this learned Author might 


very ecaſily have found, that Antioch in Piſi- 


dia was the Metropolis of a very rich and po- 
pulous Province of Aſia, at the Time when 
the Cities of Aſſa were very rich and popu- 
lous, and ample (that is, at the Time of the 
Apoſtles — in them); he might alſo 
have found, that in this City was a very fa- 


mous Heathen T emple, with a very nume- 


rous Prieſthood to attend it; he might alſo 
have found, that the Multitudes mentioned in 
the Text, plainly imply it to have been very 
populous; and were not all theſe Conſidera- 
tions ſufficient Reaſons for n this a 
great City ? 


SUPPOSE there was another City of the 
fame Name greater, does it follow, that this 
Was not great! 4 


5 ur pos the City of Worceſter were cal- 
led London upon Severn, might I not with 
Truth ſtile this a great or an ample City, 
tho! London upon 7. Bare, be greater. 


AND after all, if I hu meant Antioch in 
Syria, my Adverſary muſt own, that my 
Epithets were not ſuch as they ſhould be; 
ſince inſtead of ſtiling that City great and 
ample, 1 ſhould, in common Juſtice to my 


Argu- 
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Argument, have ſtiled it magnificent, vaſt, 
or immenſe, or all theſe together! 


To what hath already been ſaid in rela- 
tion to this City, I beg Leave to add, that 
the great Heathen Temple in it, is a new 
Reaſon to believe, that the Apoſtles preached 
to the idolatrous Heathen in that City. 


GROTIUS in his Comment on this 
Chapter, hints it as a Reaſon (in the prece- 
dent Verſe) why the Apoſtles went to Perega, 
that there was a famous Temple dedicated to 
Diana. Ita ubique manum cum idolis conſe- 
rebant Apoſtoli; (thus the Apoſtles every 
where grappled = Idols) ſays this learned 
Writer : And was not this as good a Reaſon 
for going to Antioch as to Perga? And I 
| ſhould be glad to know how the Apoſtles 

contended with Idols, otherwiſe than by 
preaching againſt Idolatry. — To whom do 


Phy ficians preſcribe, to them that are whole, 
or to them that are fick? 


I HAD the Misfortune to give great Of- 
fence to this learned Author by a Paragraph 
in my Diſſertations, p. 46, in the following 
Words, Now this Tranſaction at Antioch 


— 


„22 


And doubtleſs the Reaſon why he did not ok is ſame 


Reflexion with regard to this City of Antioch, was, becauſe it 
was needleſs to repeat it. 


0 happened 
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« happened. ſeyen Years before the Decree 
« againſt Blood and Things ſtrangled was 
e paſled by the Apoſtles at Jeruſalem; can 
« any Man in his Senſes doubt after this, 
« whether the Apoſtles preached to the 
« Gentiles before the paſling of that De- 
* exce? 1 3 


EJ 


A 


To which this learned Author was pleaſed 
to anſwer, with a very calm Contempt, (p. 19.) 
« if by the Gentiles, our Author means ido- 
« latrous Gentiles, J muſt inform him, that 
de there is a Perſon who imagines himſelf in 
« his Senſes, that not only doubts whether 
c the Apoſtles preached to the idolatrous 
% Gentiles before the paſſing of the Decree ; 
„ but apprehends he has very good Reaſons 
to believe, that St. Paul never made any 
« Converts from among the 1dolatrous Gen- 
« tiles till a Year at leaſt after the Decree was 
<« paſt, in his next Apoſtolick Journey at 
« Theſſalonica.” 


THe Reader will eaſily apprehend, that I 
had no Intention to provoke this learned 
Gentleman by that unlucky Queſtion, —— 
I never had the leaſt doubt of his being in 
his Senſes; but this I muſt beg Leave to ſay, 
that for the Honour of his own Underſtand- 
ing, I hope he is not ſtill of the ſame 
Opinion. | 


Fifthly, 
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Fifthly, WHETHER St. Paul made no 
Converts from among the idolatrous Gentiles 
till the Time now mentioned by our learned 
Author, comes next to be confider'd. 


THAT St. Paul had three Miſſions to the 
Gentiles before the Decree at Feruſalem, is 
now, I hope, paſt all doubt to the candid 
Reader. And that he ſhould be three Times 
ſolemnly appointed to that Work by the im- 
mediate Direction of Almighty God, to no 
Purpoſe, 1s ſurely as ſhocking a Suppoſition, 
as ever entered even into an infidel Heart! 
_ unleſs we ſuppoſe, that by Gentiles, every 

where in the New Teſtament, is meant no- 
thing but Proſelytes, which is an 3 
too glaring and too groſs to be confuted; 
leaſt, if our learned Author be right in his 
Opinion, then I will venture to ſay, that the 
Apoſtles made a moſt ablurd and ſhocking 
Application of a Propheſy in J/azah, Acts 
xili. 47. when turning from the Jews to the 
Gentiles, they tell them, — for ſo hath the 
Lord commanded us, ſaying, T have ſet thee to 
be a Light of the Gentiles, that thou ſhouldſt 
be for Salvation unto the Ends of the Earth. 
Can any thing leſs be meant by theſe Ex- 
preſſions than the Gentiles over the Face of 
the whole Earth? And do not the Apoſtles 
now profeſs to act in Conformity to this 
Command? And how did they act in Con- 

formity 
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formity to it, if they confined their Preachin 
to a few Proſelytes, ſcattered thro* the 


Fewijſh Synagogues? | 


AND What was the Conſequence of this 
Apoſtolick Declaration? When the Gentiles 
heard this, they were glad, and glorified the 
Mord of the Lord, and as many as were or- 
dained to eternal Life believed, v. 48. 


IAM unwilling to offend my learned Ad- 
verſary a ſecond Time; but in Preſumption, 
that a Truth, attended with ſo much Evi- 
dence, will not again provoke him, I will 
once more venture to declare myſelf well 
convinced, and, I hope, the Reader will 
quickly be ſo, that this Tranſaction at An- 
tioch happened ſeven Vears before the De- 
cree againſt Blood and Things ſtrangled was 
paſſed by the Apoſtles at Jeruſalem; but 
however that may be, I will ſtill hope, that 
no Man in his Senſes, will, when he hath 
read this Defence, any longer doubt whe- 
ther the Apoſtles preached to the Gentiles at 
large before the paſſing of that Decree ? That 
no Man in his Senſes will ſtill inſiſt, that St. 
Paul made no Converts from among the 
Gentiles at large till a Year after the paſſing 
this Decree ? 


AGAI N, we find from the firſt Verſe of | 
the next Chapter, that a great Multitude of 
4 Greeks 
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Greeks were converted at {conium, Acts 
xiv. 1. and that by Greeks are always meant 
Gentiles at large, throughout the New Teſta- 
ment, I have already ſhewn. I have alſo be- 
fore obſerved to you, that the Greeks had 
their Meetings and Diſputations on the Sab- 
bath as well as the Fews, and if they had a 
Mind to have theſe Meetings and Diſputa- 
tions with the Fews in their Synagogues, is 
it to be imagined, that the Jews ſhould dare 
to refuſe them Admittance where they were 
in Subjection? The Text tells us, that 
they (the Apoſtles) went into the Synagogue 
of the Jews, and ſo ſpake, that a great Multi- 
tude of the Jews, and alſo of the Greeks, be- 
liebed : From whence I think it credible, 
that the natural Curioſity of the Greeks drew 
them in great Crowds to the Fewiſh Sy na- 
gogue (as Chriſtians occaſionally reſort to 
them now) to hear the Apoſtles, whoſe Fame 
was by this time fully ſpread all over Aa; 
—— and that the Conſequence of that Con- 
_ courſe was the Converſion of a great Multitude 
of them, which I humbly apprehend could not 
with Truth be ſaid of the Proſelytes of any 
one Synagogue, in any one Heathen City of 
Aſia. —— 


BESID ES, we find, that on the Conteſt 
which enſued, the Multitude of the City was 
divided, and Part held with the Jews, and Part 
with the Apoſtles : "Tis certainly molt cre- 

2% dible, 
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dible, that the Proſelytes (if there were any) 
were of the Part which held with the Jeg, 
and conſequently, that thoſe which held with 
the Apoſtles were the Heathen non- proſe- 
lyted Converts; at leaſt tis probable, that 
the Proſelytes took ſome one Side in this 
Conteſt, and then their Antagoniſts muſt be 
Heathens at large, unleſs our learned Author 
will rather ſuppoſe, | that the Multitude of 
this City alſo, as well as that of Antioch, 
conſiſted wholly of Proſelytes. 


Bur what puts this Matter beyond all 
Controverſy, is, the Account we have in this 
ſame Chapter / Acis xiv.) of the Tranſactions 
at Lyſtra and Derbe: The Text tells us ex- 


preſly, that they (the Apoſtles) preached the 
Goſpel there. 


AND that there was no Synagogue i in thoſe 
Cities, or in the Region round about, I think 
18 evident, becauſe we hear of none; where 
as we always hear of the Apoſtles deginning 
their Teaching in the Synagogues Where 
ever there were any; — nor in all Proba- 
bility was there ſo much as one e in either 
of thoſe Cities, 1. Becauſe we hear of none; 
and 2. Becauſe the Perſecution raiſed againſt 
the Apoſtles was raiſed by Jews from 
Tconium and Antioch, v. 19. who are not ſaid 
to have excited the Fews of the Place againſt 
Paul and Barnabas, but to have perſnaded the 

— 
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People; and when they had done ſo, ſtoned 


Paul, and drew him out of the City, ſuppo- 
ſing him Sead. 


WHETHER the Apoſtles made any Con- 
verts by their preaching throughout theſe 
Cities, and the Region round about, is not 
expreſly ſaid on this Occaſion ; but ſurely, 
if we had no Information upon this Point, 
we could not but think itexceedingly probable 
that they did, by there continuing there till 
they were forced away, whereas they were 
expreſly commanded by our Saviour to de- 
part from all Places where they were not re- 
ceived; that is, where their DoQrine was 
not : great Improbability of, 


their preaching ſo long a Time without any 
Effect. 


Bor that they did make Converts here, 
at this Time, is, I think, put out of all 
Doubt, by a ſubſequent Paſſage | in the ſame 
Chapter, Acts xiv. 20, 21. where we find, 
that when Paul returned to Ly/ira from Derbe 
(where he preached the Goſpel a ſecond: 
Time) he confirmed the Souls La the Di 
ciples, &c. | 


TAE Relation ſtands thus; N ey 
was ſtoned at Lyſfra, he and Barnabas de- 
parted the next Day to Derbe; and when they 
bad preached the 3 to that City, 7 

Ba 
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had taught many, they returned again to 
Lyſtra, and to Iconium, and Antioch, con- 
firming the Souls of the Diſciples, and ex- 
Horting them to continue in the Faith, &c. 
Can any Man doubt after this, whether the 


Apoſtles preached and made Converts i in each 
of theſe Cities ? 


AN D we find, beſides all this, that there 

was at leaſt one Man of St. Paul's Audience, 
at his firſt preaching there, who had F aith : 
The Cripple had Faith enough to be healed, 
and, I think, we cannot reaſonably Joubt, 
that he had F aith enough to become a Con- 
vert. — The ſame Heathens who heard St, 
Paul preach, ſaw him work this Miracle; 
the Miracle made them conclude him a God, 
and his Eloquence made them conclude him 
the God of Eloquence: The Heathen Mytho- 
logy made Mercury an Attendant upon Fu- 
piter; immediately Barnabas is called Jupiter, 
and Paul, Mercurius, the Prieſts are ſum- 
moned, Sod Sacrifices prepared. 


Ovk learned Author will, J hope, own, 
that theſe, at leaſt, were idolatrous Heathens. 
And if he will not allow, that one Cripple 
was made a Convert on this Occaſion; yet, I 
believe, he will not deny, that others were; 
— that thoſe Diſciples, whoſe Souls the 
Apoſtles returned to confirm, were Converts. 


AND 
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AND indeed I am aſtoniſnhed how any 
Man of Candour and good Senſe could read 
this Tranſadtion at Lyra, and yet doubt 
whether any of the idolatrous Heathen were 
preached to by the Apoſtles before the De- 
cree at Feruſalem. PO PIE 


AFTER this we are told, that as Paul and 
Barnabas returned .to Jeruſalem, they paſſed 
thro Phœnice and Samaria, declaring the Con- 
ver ſion of the Gentiles; and that this Declara- 
tion cauſed great Joy in all the Brethren, 
Acts xv. 3. And that when they came to 
Jeruſalem, they again declared the ſame to 

the Church. After this, Peter, on Occaſion 
of the Diſpute which enſued ſoon after, roſe up 
and ſaid, Men and Brethen, ye know how that 
a good while ago God made Choice among us, 
that the Gentiles by my Mouth ſhould hear the 
Word of the Goſpel and believe, — and put 
no Difference between us and them, Kc. AF- 
ter this we are told, that the Multitude kept 
Silence, and gave Audience to Barnabas and 
Paul, declaring what Miracles and Wonders 
God had wrought among the Gentiles by them. 


AND after all, — was all this Joy, all 
theſe Declarations, all theſe Miracles and 
Wonders for nothing more than the Conver- 

ſion of a few Proſelytes? What ſtrange Ideas 
muſt any Man, who can belieye this, enter- | 
tain 
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tain of the Apoſtles? I had almoſt ſaid, of 
the Wiſdom and Power of God i in ment Mit. 
ſion and Miracles 


BESID ES all this, that the Gaoler at 
Philippi, and his Houſhold, were of tlie 
Heathen at large, and made Converts 
St. Paul before his Arrival at The/ſaonica, 
can be no Doubt to any Man who reads the 
16th Chapter of the Acts. So that this Gen- 
tleman's Hypotheſis is 1 IN wp 
ported. 


SUCH 1s the; Train of Errors which Men, 
who pride themſelves upon their Integrity 
as well as their Abilities. are daily ſeen to 
run into, rather than give up an idle Hypo- 
theſis, or ſubmit to be informed * an 
Inferior!— 


Sixthly, Bur we are not yet come to an 
End of them, and therefore I proceed, in the 
6th Place, to enquire, Whether the Goſpel 
was firſt preached to the Fews, and confined 
to them, as our Author thinks it * P. 20 


THAT it was firſt preached to them, is 
undoubted; but that it was not from 
the iirft confined- to them, is equally un- 
doubted. —— 


ay 4 


THE 
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THE very firſt Time nk i Goſp a was 
preached by the Apoſtles after the Reſur- 
rection of Chriſt, we find that it was preached 
among others, to Cretes and Arabians, Stran- 
gers of Rome, Jews and Proſelytes, Acts ii. 
10, 11. So that Proſelytes at leaſt, if not 
Strangers, i. e. Heathens at large) were 
admitted to the Benefit of it from the very Be- 
ginning. As is alſo evident from Nicholas, a 
Proſelyte of Antioch, who was one of the 
firſt ſeven Deacons, Ads vi. 5. and indeed 
it was impoſſible it ſhould be otherwiſe, in- 
aſmuch as the Apoſtles always began their 
Teaching and Preaching in the Sy nagogues, 
where the Proſelytes, and all religious 
Heathens, were admitted; who could not 
be untaught, unleſs they "ated the Part of 
the deaf Adder, and refuſed to hear the Voice 
of the Charmer, charm he never ſo wiſely. 
And that the Perſons here called Strangers of 
Rome were not Fews, is, I believe, A 
and I think *ris equally plain from the Text, 
that they were not Profelytes: Nor ought 
we to be ſurprized to hear this, when we find 
the Apoſtles declaring to the Fews on this 
very Occaſion, that the Promife was not only 
to them, but to all that were afar off, v. 39. 
and that the Effects of it reached ſome of 
them who were afar of, at this very Time, 
is very probable from the Prophecy now 


quoted by St. Peter, v. 17. — And it ſhall 


come 
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come to paſs in the laſt Days, ſaith God, that 
J will pour out my Spiris upon all Fleſh. — 
And the ſureſt Way to prove this Prophecy 
rightly apply'd on this Occaſion, was to ſhew 
it fulfilled; nor can I conceive how it could 
be apply'd, if it had not been fulfilled. © 


Ou learned Author hath indeed a very 
ingenious Suppoſition, p. 19. that St. Paul's 
firſt Apoſtolick Journey was directed to thoſe 
Gentiles who were Proſelytes of the Gate. 
—— But the Misfortune is, that there is no 
Foundation for this ingenious Suppoſition, 
either in Reaſon or in Fact. | | 

1 f. Becavst the proper Place of Preach- 
ing to theſe Proſelytes was in the Synagogues, 
whither they were wont to reſort on the 
Sabbath with the Fews- Nor do we hear 
of any Aſſemblies, or any Places of Aﬀem- 
bly, that they had diſtinct from the Fews. 


* N A. * — — 3 4. FY iid. 4. * . 2 


* And that they were in Fact preached to there, 2 
not only from — has already been ſaid, but likewiſe from 
ſeveral Introductions and Paſſages in St. Paul's Diſcourſes:— 
For Example, his Sermon at Antiosh in Piſidia, Acts xiii. 16. 
begins thus, — Men Iſrael, and ye that fear God, Where 
by the Expreſſion, Ie that fear God, the Apoſtle undoubtedly 
meant the Gentiles of his Audience. So likewiſe in the 
26th Verſe, Men and Brethren, Children of the Stock of Abraham, 
ard whoſoever among you feareth God, to you is the Word of 
this Salvation ſent. From whence it appears, that the Word of 
the Lord was now ſent to every one that feared God, as well 
as to the Fews. | 


AN p, 


— 
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AND, 1 Becauſe in Fact we ne- 


ver hear of the Apoſtles addreſſing themſelves 


to theſe Proſelytes otherwiſe than conjointly 
with the Jews, except in the Caſe of Corne- 
lius (ſuppoſing him a Proſelyte) which was 
before conſider'd, and that by a particular 
Command from God. o that this ingenious 
Author's imaginary Miſſion to the Proſelytes 
of the Gate, is altogether without any Foun= 
dation either of Reaſon or Fact. 


Now the Conſequence from all this is 
clear and cogent, if there were no Apoſtolick 


Miſſions to the Proſelytes of the Gate, but to 


the Gentiles at large, (as there certainly were 
not) then the, Gentiles who are ſaid to have 


been preached to and converted throughout 
the New Teſtament, are the Gentiles at large. 


And if the Gentiles at large were preached 
to and converted, then doth the Apoſtolick 
Decree plainly regard them, inaſmuch as it 
was evidently intended as a Direction to them 
which from among the Gentiles were turned 


to God, Acts XV. * 8. 


Kent By, But it "ON there 1s ſtill a 
formidable Objection i in our Way. — 


« TX» this Decree had been intended * a 
« Rule to the idolatrous Gentiles, St. Paul, 


«when he wrote to them afterwards upon 


P « any 


165 


— 
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any of theſe Heads, would certainly have 
« taken Notice of this Decree; whereas he, 
& on the contrary, permits them not only to 


2 


« eat all forts of Meat, without any Excep- 
tion, of Things ſtrangled, or of Blood, 


— 


* 


but alſo Things offered to Idols; — 
nay, to eat Things offered to Idols, even in 
the Idol Temples, p. 30. 


To this I anſwer, firſt, by asking, Whe- 
ther the ſecond Commandment was intended 
as a Rule for the 1dolatrous Gentiles after 
their Converſion ? I think it evident, upon 
the Foot of this Author's Reaſoning, that it 
was not; for if it had, when St. Paul wrote 
to them afterwards upon this Head, he would 
certainly have taken Notice of this Com- 
mand; — and yet 'tis certain he does not; 
— and was the ſecond Commandment for 
that Reaſon not obligatory; and does this 
learned Gentleman ſtill think there 1s any 
9 in this Argument? 


Bur St. Paul not only takes no Notice of 
this Decree, but permits all forts of Meats to 
be eaten, without any Exception to Blood, or 


Things ſtrangled. 3 
I MuvsT own, I cannot, withazit ſome 


Surprize, ſee this Argument urged by this 
Author, and urged with ſuch an Air of Tri- 
umph, as if it never had been anſwered; or 

| rather, 


of Abſtinence from Blood. ioy 
rather, as if it were abſolutely unanſwerable; 
whereas I will venture to ſay, it hath al- 
ready received a plain, a clear, and a full 


Confutation in my Differtations, p. 58, 62, 
64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69. 


H ow far this learned Author hath ſhewn 
his Affection for this Objection, by taking 
no Notice of Arguments that utterly oyer- 
throw it, is ſufficiently obvious, but how far 
he hath conſulted the Credit of his Integrity 
(or rather of his Accuracy) in this Conduct, 


the candid and unprejudiced Reader will beſt 
judge. 


Bur St. Paul (if we are to reſt upon the 
Credit of this Author) is ſo far from forbid- 
ding to eat Meats offered to Idols, that he al- 


lows them to do it eyen in the Temple of an 
Ido], — P. 30. 


THE Reader will, I hope, forgive me if 
declare myſeif ſurprized to ſee this Aﬀer- 
tion fall from the Pen of an intelligent 
Chriſtian! that an Apoſtle ſhould give Li- 
cence and Sanction to an Action in its own 
Nature ſo utterly unchriſtian! eſpecially 
when the direct contrary is ſo eyidently the 
plain Purpoſe and Intention of St. Paul, — _ 
as will fully appear to every intelligent Reader 
who peruſes the 8th, gth, and 9 

| P 2 PO" 
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of his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, with 
Attention. 


THEREhe will plainly ſee, that St. Pauls 
ſeeming Conceſſions, up 58 Point of cat- 
ing Things offered to "Idols, are, in Truth, 
the Ad verſary's Arguments; which, ſuppo- 
ſing all they ſay to, be true, the Apoſtle 
plainly ſhews will not yet infer the Lawful- 
nels of cating Meats offered to Idols. 


THE great Argument for that Practice was 
this, — that an Idol was nothing; — that 
wiſe Men knew 1t to be nothing ; — that 
'That which had no Exiſtence could not pol- 
lute; * therefore what ſignified eating Things 
offered to Idols, even in the Idol Temples, — 
ſince Things offered to Idols, were in Truth 
Things offered to nothing. 


Now the Queſtion is, how the Apoſtle 
anſwers this Argument ? E- 
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HE anſwers, firſt, by owning che Wiſdom 
and Abilities of the Objectors, we know that 
we all have Knowledge, 1 Cor. viii. 1. but 
what then? Knowledge puffeth up, but Cha- 
rity . N 'Tho' you ſhould act in this 

Point from Knowledge, yet Charity were a 
much ſurer Rule of Conduct. 
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dee Grotius, 1 Cor. viii. 2. 
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Bor did the Apoſtle in reality believe 
theſe Men ſo very knowing? Tis plain to a 
Demonſtration, that he did not, both from 


the 3d Chapter of this Epiſtle, and from his 
very next Words after this Conceſſion. 


Ix the 3d Chapter of this Epiſtle, v. 2. 
he tells them, that he had fed them with Milk 
and not with Meat. For hitherto (ſays he) 
ye were not able to bear it, neither yet now are 
ye able. And in the sth. Chapter, after he 
had made his Conceſſion now mentioned, 
concerning their Knowledge, he adds, — 
and if any Man think that he knoweth any 
thing, he knoweth nothing yet as he ought to 
know. However, he ſtill proceeds upon a 
Suppoſition, that they were very knowing, 
to let them ſee that the Liberty they took 
would be attended with ill Conſequences in 
ſeducing the Ignorant to Idolatry : For ſuppo- 
ſing they, from che Fulneſs of their Know- 
ledge, that an Idol was nothing, could inno- 
cently eat Things offered to Idols, even in 
the Idol Temples, yet ſtill others, who had 


not this Knowledge, might be ſeduced to fin 
by their Example. — 


THrar this is the plain Purpoſe of the 
Apoſtle's Argument upon this Point, clearly 
appears from his own Words, conſider d in 
their natural Order, leaving out nothing but 
his Pigreſſions, c c. vili. v. 4. Nc, As concern- 
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ing therefore the eating of thoſe Things that are 
offered in Sacrifice unto Idols, we know that an 


Lol is nothing in the World — Howbeit there 


is not in every Man that Knowledge ; for ſome 
with Conſcience of the Idol unto this Hour, eat 
it as a Thing offered to an Idol; and their 
Conſcience being weak, is defiled. — Take heed 
left by any means this Liberty of yours become a 
Stumbling-Block to them that are weak. 


HE then proceeds to add the Reaſon of 
this Caution, with bitter Upbraidings of their 
vain Vaunts of Knowledge, for if any Man 
ee thee which Ha fi Com. fit at Meat in 
the Idols Temple, ſhall not the Conſcience of him 
that is weak, be emboldened to eat thoſe things 
which are offered to Idols; and thro thy 
Knowledge fhall the weak Brother periſh for 
whom Chriſt died. But when ye fin ſo againſt 
the Brethren, and wound their weak Conſcience, 


ye fin againſt Chriſt. 


WII I any conſidering Man take all this 
for a Conceſſion to Men of Knowledge to eat 
Things ſacrificed to Idols? When it is evi- 
dently a Prohibition of that Practice, from 


the ill Conſequences which muſt for ever na- 


turally and neceſſarily attend it. TE 


SUPPOSE a Proteſtant arguing with an 
intelligent Man of the Church of Nome, 
againſt bowing or kneeling before the Images 
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of Saints or Angels, in Churches erected in 
Honour of thoſe Saints or Angels; ſuppoſe 
that intelligent Perſon defending this Practice 
by declaring, that he knew yery well, that 
there was no inherent Virtue or Intelligence 
in the Image; that in reality he paid no 
Deyotion, nor any thing more than a ciyil 
Regard to it; that all his Regard aroſe only 
from its being a Memorial to him of ſome 
holy Saint or Angel in Heaven, tc. 


T o this the Proteſtant replies, Poſſibly you 
who are a knowing Man may know, that 
there is no Virtue or Intelligence in this Piece 
of Wood; but does every ignorant Man of 
your Communion know as much? Does not 
this Practice of yours naturally tend to miſlead 
them? And do they not in fact worſhip the 
Images themſelves, believing them to be en- 
dowed with various Powers and Virtues? 
And is not this Idolatry? When ye fin thus 
againſt the Brethren, and wound their weak 


Conſcience, be aſſured ye ff 1 n againſt Chriſt. 


I s Ar, ſuppoſe a Proteſtant arguing in this 
manner, with an intelligent Man of the 
Church of Rome, againſt bowing and kneel- 
ing before Images, — could we reaſonably 
infer, that the Perſon who argued thus, ap- 
proved this Practice? No certainly, but the 
direct contrary; and we ſhould be more 
confirmed in this Opinion if we found him 

after 


112 Defence ot the Doctrine 


after this urging other A, and of 
greater Weight againſt the fame Practice. 


Now this is exactly St. Paul's Caſe, he is. 


not content to argue againſt the Practice of 
eating 'Things offered to Idols, from the 
Danger of drawing the Weak into Idolatry, 
he goes a great deal farther; he argues againſt 
t from very important Reafons, that equally 
affect the Knowing and the Ignorant. 


_ ALMOST his whole next Chapter (chap. 
ix.) is ſpent in ſhewing, that he himſelf had 
as many Advantages, and was entitled to as 
many Privileges, as any Member of the 


Chriſtian Church; — and yet he made Uſe 


of no one of them, eyen where he could do 
it innocently ; he then proceeds (chap. x.) 
to caution them againſt Intemperance, againſt 
laſting after forbidden Foods, againſt-Idola- 
try, againſt Fornication, againſt tempting of 
Chriſt, Sc. from the Judgments which theſe 
Crimes drew down upon the Children of 
Iſuel in the Wilderneſs, and returning to his 
firſt Point, concludes all his Cautions with 
this earneſt Exhortation, ( chap. x, 14.) 
Wherefore, my dearly Belvoed ,, flee from Holatry. 
He then argues againſt eating Things offered 
to Idols, from the Nature of the Chriſtian Sa- 
crament, and the Fewiſh Sacrifices: The Sub- 
ſtance of his Argument is this, the Participa- 
tion of the Bread and Wine 1n the * 
0 


* 


a 
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of the Lord's Supper is the Communion of the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, as eating of the 
Jewiſh Sacrifices was parta king of the Altar, 
and an Act of Worſhip to that God to whom 
the Sacrifices were offered: What was the 
Conſequence from hence? Why plainly this, 
that eating of the Idol Sacrifices was partaking 
of the Idol-Altar, and an Act of Worſhip to 
that Being to whom the Sacrifice was of- 
tered. * The Apoſtle ſaw plainly, that his 
Adverſaries would ſoon ſee this Conſequence, 
and would endeayour to obviate it by ſay- 
ing, that an Idol was nothing: How then 
does he reply to this Argument? Why 
plainly thus, + I don't ſay that an Idol is any 
thing; I don't ſay that there are any ſuch 
Beings as Jupiter, Juno, Mars, or Mercury; 


„ y 


— 


* Eating Things offered to Idols as ſuch, is, we ſee upon 


the Apoſtle's Reaſoning, in its own Nature as much an Act of 
Idolatry, as eating the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper as ſuch, 
is an Act of Adoration to Feſys Chriſt. 1 


+ His own Words at large ſtand thus, — 1 Cor. x. 15, &c. 
I ſpeak as to wiſe Men; judge ye what I ſay. — 16. The Cup of 


Bleſſing which we bleſs, is it not the Communion of the Blood of” 


Chriſt? The, Bread which we break, is it not the Communion of 
the Body of Mit:? — 17. For we being many, are one Bread 
and one Body; for we are all Partakers of that one Bread, — 
18. Behold Iſrael after the Fleſh: Are not they which eat of the 
Sacrifices, Partakers of the Altar? — 19. What ſay I then? 
That the Idol is any thing, or that which is 2 in Sacrifice to 
Idols is any thing? — 20. But I (ay, that the things which the 
Gentiles ſacrifice, they ſacrifice to Devils, and not to God; and 1 
would not that ye ſhould have Fellowſhip with Devils, — 21. Te 
cannot drink the Cup of the Lord and the Cup of Devils; ye cats 
not be Partakers of the Lord's Table and the Table of Devils. 


Q_ but 


( 


E- 
* 
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but this 1 ſay, That the Things which the 
Gentiles ſacrifice, they ſacrifice to Devils and 
not to 0% fe I 94 2 that ye ſhould 
have Fellowſhip with Devils. Je cannot 
drink the Cup of the Lord, and the Cup of 
Devils, {Te cannot, that is, ye cannot do 
it without Guilt; — ye muſt not do it) Z 


cannot be Partakers of the Lord's Table, and 


the Table of Devils. — 


AND after all this, can any thing be 
imagined more ſhocking, than to hear a 
Chriſtian aſſert, that St. Paul allows the eat- 
ing of Things offered to Idols, eyen in the 
Idol Temples ! 


As for this Apoſtle's Permiſſion in relation 
to Things ſold in the Shambles, I refer my 


Reader for a plain Account of that Matter to 


my Diſſertations, Vol. II. p. 64, &c. 


Eizhthly, IN o proceed to the laſt Point 
in which I have the Misfortune to differ from 
this learned Author, in relation to this De- 
cree at Jeruſalem, vis. Why Fornication, 
an Offence againſt the Law of Nature, is 
Joined with Things in their own Nature in- 
different. | 


THE Reaſon of this he owns to be Con- 
jectural; however, he thinks it may be this, 


That tho' Fornication is an Offence againſt 


the 


„„ — wy — — 5 of of of fra) —-— . 5 — 
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me 


of Abſtinence from Blood. 115 
« the Law of Nature, when ſtrictly and im- 
_ « partially conſider'd, yet the Gentiles did 
« not acknowledge it ſuch; ” and he adds, J 
am not certain whether it was not as lightl 
thought of by the Jews. The Reaſon of his 
Doubt upon this Pole is added; © I don't 
« find (fays he) the Word Fornication uſed 
« in the Old Teſtament, but in one Chapter 
« of Ezekiel, and then it rather ſeems to al- 
% lude to Idolatry, which is often in the Old 
« Teſtament, denoted by the Words Whore- 
« dom and Adultery. 


A 


ASTONISHING! that a Chriſtian, who 
had ever read the Bible, ſhould doubt whe- 
ther Fornication was a Sin 1n the Senſe of the 
Old Teſtament! when it is a Guilt ſo noto- 
riouſly, ſo repeatedly, ſo variouſly prohibi- 
ted throughout that Diſpenſation: If my Ad- 
verſary had grounded his Doubt upon the 
corrupt Comments of the Jews on this Head 
(and poſſibly he meant no more) I ſhould 
have no. Controverſy with him upon the 
Point; but then have we not Reaſon to ask, 
Why this Diſtinction was not made, and to 
what Purpoſe was that Obſervation, that the 
Word Jornication was not found in the Old 
Teftament, applied to the Vice properly ſo 
called ? What tho' the Word Fornication 
| ſhould be found but once in the Old Teſta- 
ment, and then applied to Idolatry, yet. 
might not this learned Author have clearly 

Q 2 inferred 
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inferred this Practice to be criminal from the 
Appellation of Fornication, of Whoredom, 
and Adultery, which he himſelf found ap- 
plied to Idolatry? Is not Fornication one 
kind of Whoredom? And is not all Whore- 
dom prohibited by calling Idolatry by that 
Name? Is not Idolatry one of the greateſt 
Sins that can be committed? And would it 
not be aſtoniſhing, if the Scriptures ſhould 
arraign this Sin by another Name, by the 
Name of ſome other Practice, which implied 
no Guilt at all! 


For my own Part, I am fully ſatisfied, 
that the Seventh Commandment prohibited 
all Commerce of Men with all Women what- 
ſoever, except their own Wives; and, I 
apprehend, I am ſufficiently authorized to 


think ſo, inaſmuch as our Saviour, in the 


Queſtion of Divorce, makes no Diſtinction 
between Adultery and Fornication, m_ 


. xix. 9. The Opinions of the corrupt 


upon theſe Points I regard not. I ſhall os 
fore trouble myſelf no further than to ſhew 


the Senſe of the Old Teſtament upon the 
Point. | 


THE firſt Account we find of this Crime 
in the Old Teſtament is the Rape of Dinah; 
and the Guilt was ſo grievous in the Eyes of 
her Brethren, that they deſtroyed a whole 
City in Revenge of 1 it; and their only Apo- 


logy 
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logy was, Should he deal with our Si or as * 
an Harlot © Gen. xxxiv. 


AGAIN; when Fudah had been guilty of 
a criminal Commerce with' Tamar, who had 
carry d off his Pledges; he ſaid, Let her take 
it to her, left we be ſhamed, Gen. xxxviii— 
An Expreſſion which plainly implies a Con- 


ſciouſneſs of Guilt; — and when he was 
told that his Daughter-in-Law had played the 
Harlot, — he ſaid, — Bring her forth, 


and It her be burnt. Could he doom her 


to the Stake for what was then deemed no 
Offence ! 


AGAIN, Levit. xix. 29. Bo nor profli- 
tute thy Daughter to cauſe her to be a Whore, 
left the Land fall to Whoredom, and the Land 
become full of Wickedneſs. Here we ſee, 
that this one Sin was thought ſufficient to fill 
the Land with Wickedneſs. — And in the 
21ſt Chapter of this Book at the gth Verſe, 
we find, that the Daughter of a Prieſt who 


had played the Whore was to be burnt with 
Fire. 


Trex Caſe of Zimrz and G 1s ſulfcient- 
ly known from the 25th Chapter of Numbers; 
and that Fornication was a principal Part of 
that Guilt, which then drew | down the 
Judgments of God upon the Children of rael, 
ſufficiently appears from what the Apoſtle 


ſays, 


HS —ů — — — — — — — te I oe ae et 
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Levit. xx. 13. 
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fays, 1 Cor. x. 8. Neither let us commit For- 
nication, as ſome of them committed, and fell 
in one Day three and twenty thouſand. , 
In the 22d Chapter of Deuteronomy we 
find, that the Damſel who was defiled in her 
Father's Houſe, before Marriage, if the 
Crime was diſcovered after, was to be ſtoned 
to Death, becauſe ſhe wrought Folly in Iſrael 


to play the Whore in her Father's Houſe. Nor 


is it eaſy to conceive how any Sin can be 


more difcountenanced in the 23d Chapter of 


Deuteronomy, v. 2. A Baſtard ſhall not enter 
into the Congregation of the Lord; even to his 
tenth Generation {hall he not enter into the 
Congregation of the Lord. 


AND in the 23d Chapter of Deuteronomy 
at the 17th Verſe, we find an expreſs and 
utter Prohibition of this Guilt connected 
with that which is the moſt ſhocking that 
can be named, — There ſhall be no Whore of 


the Daughters of Iſrael, nor a Sodomite of 


the Sons of Iſrael. * Nor was the Hire of 
an Harlot fo much as to be admitted into the 
Houſe of the Lord, v. 18. The Gain made 


— lh 


* In the Verſion of Edward the Sixth the Verſe is thus 
tranſlated, w—— There ſhall be no Whore of the Daughters of 
Iſrael, nor Whorekeeper of the Sons of Iſrael; which; I own, 


I apprehend to be the true Senſe of the Place, Sodomy being 


before prohibited under Penalty of Death to both Parties. 


by 
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by this Guilt could not ſo much as be apply d 
to a Sacrifice to make Atonement for it. 


AN p laſt of all, Was not this one of thoſe 

Crimes which robbed Elis Family of the 
Prieſthood, and cut off both his Sons in one 
Day; becauſe they made themſelves vile, and 
he reſtrained them not. Had that criminal 
Commerce, by which they made themſelves 
vile, been with married Women, their Father 
needed not to have chaſtized them, Death 
had been their Puniſhment by the Law. 


IT were eaſy to add many other Proofs, 
from many other Parts of the Old Teſtament; 
but the candid Reader, it 1s to be hoped, 
will require no more Satisfaction upon this 
Head, — with regard to the //raelizes. 


As to the Heathen, it 1s not to be deny'd, 
that this Guilt was too lightly deem'd of 
amongſt them; and yet whoever ſeriouſly 
attends to the Senſe of the wiſer and more 
thinking Men amongſt them will find, that, 
generally ſpeaking, Chaſtity was always 
deemed a Virtne, at leaſt in the other Sex, 


( Feminarum iſta vertus, ſays Cicero) and 


that even in Men a Commerce with common 


Women, was rather deemed a light Guilt 
than none at all, 


H o w- 


| 
| | 
| 
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HoweEveR, foraſmuch as the Guilt of 


this Practice was grown almoſt univerſal oyer 
the Ea; and Proftitutions were not only not 
prohibited, but in many Places enjoyned ; 
—— enjoyned as Duties and Acts of Devotion; 


therefore nothing was more neceſſary than a 


Reformation in this Point. 


AND now what is the Conſequence from 
all this? Why plainly and clearly this, — 
the Fews knew Fornication to be criminal in 
the Senſe of the Old Teſtament, and there- 
fore offenſive to God, and conſequently, ſo 
did the Proſelytes; — but the Heathens at 
large did not: — To whom then could this 
Decree, with moſt Wiſdom and Propriety, 


be directed or enjoyned; to thoſe who needed 
Information upon this Point, or to thoſe who 


needed it not? 


An 


1% 
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I, Feld! 


An AN s w ER to 4 Pamphlet called, 
The Prohibition of Blood a Tem- 
porary e 


Fee Ur it is objected tO The Objection 80 

me alſo by another placing Ceremonials 
learned Author, * nth the firae Foot 
=== that I have placed 15 ; 
Abſtinence from Blood upon an equal Foot 


of Neceſlity with Abſtinence from idolatry 
and Whoredom. 


I ANSWER, that I have placed it upon 
no other Foot of Neceſſity than what I found 
it placed upon in the Law of God, — I ap- 
prehend them both to be equally prohibited; 
and in that View I apprehend Abſtinence 


from both to be equally neceflary, but no 
otherwiſe. 


i. 


— 


— 


* The Author of a Pamphlet . The Probibicion of Blood 


4 Temporary Precept. R 1 
HOPED 
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IROP EDI had obviated all Objections of b 
this kind by a plain expreſs Declaration upon 2 
this Point, Revel. Exam. Vol. 2d. Engl. ed. v 
p. 39. The eating of Blood, as ſuch, was ne- t. 


ver imagined an Action ſimply and in itſelf a 
finful. If my learned Adverſary had conſi- te 
dered this Declaration, he had ſpared himſelf B 
a great deal of unneceſſary Trouble in ex- a 
plaining the Nature of moral Actions. I ne- 0 
ver imagined the eating of Blood to be an 1 


Action ſimply and in itſelf immoral. But ! 
think this Practice ever was, and ever will 


be of evil Tendency; — and that, I think, if 

was Reaſon enough to the divine Wiſdom tl 
for prohibiting it, tho' it be not in itſelf im- V 
moral, yet, I apprehend, it hath a near Re- I 

lation and a Connection, which, tn the ordi- tl 

nary Courle of Things, will for ever be in- P 
ſeparable from Things that are ſoz — I mean h 
Luxury and Cruelty. St. Ferom ſays, that 0 

one End of the Precept was to reſtrain Glut- K 

tony; and I humbly apprehend, that Blood, ly 

and Things ſtrangled, have nearly the ſame F 

Relation to Luxury and Cruelty, that Anger 3 

and abuſive Appellations have to Murder, n 
and therefore ought equally to be ayoided.— 0 

a 

I APPREHEND moreover, that Abſti- fi 


nence from Blood in Recognition of God's 
being the Author and Giver of Life, ever 
-was, and ever wlll be of great Importance to 
TY Reli- 5 


; 


T S— —. 
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Religion;* and therefore I cannot conceive 
any Reaſon, or any Appearance of Reaſon, 

why it ſhould be diſregarded to the End of 
the World: And therefore I cannot but 
again repeat what J laid down in my Diſſer- 
tations, that the Reaſons of Abſtinence from 
Blood muſt eternally hold as long as Cruelty 
and Luxury are Crimes, or the Recognition 
of God as the Author and Giver of Life, a 
Duty. 


Ir then my learned Adverſaries would ef- 
fectually confute me upon this Point, let 
them not amuſe themſelves and their 1 
with moral Abſtractions, but prove, that this 


Doctrine hath no nc to theſe Crimes, or 


theſe Duties; let them prove, 1½. That the 
Practice of eating Blood and Things ftrangled 


| hath no natural Tendency either to Luxury 


or Cruelty, Vices or Inconveniencies of any 
kind. 2dly. Let them confute thoſe 
Hiſtorical Relations which aſſure us, that in 
Fact they have had theſe Effects. And 
zdly. That Abſtinence from Blood in Recog- 
nition of God's being the Author and Giver 
of Life, hath no natural Tendency to create 
a Reverence to the Divine Being; or a grate- 
{ul Senſe of his Goodneſs in the Grant of the 


— 
OO CT 


* The Fews when they kill any Creature for Food, put up 


a ſolemn Thankſgiving to God for the Grant of the Creatures 
to Noah. 


R 2 Creatures, 


. 


— ee — * 
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Creatures in the Minds of Men; and in Con- 
ſequence of that, to ſupport true Religion in 
the World. — Let them prove, beſides all 
this, that the Health of Mankind 1s no Way 
concerned 1n this Abſtinence; nor the Good 
of Socicty, in a more advantageous Uſe of 
the Creatures. Till they have done all this, 
I muſt beg Leave to think (with great Sub- 
miſſion) that they have done nothing. * 


HowEveR, one Thing I will obſerve by 
the Way, — That one Principle laid down 
by the learned Author before me, is, (if J 
may take upon me to underſtand it) a Prin- 
ciple of very dangerous Tendency, vis, 


FF : Ns AI" 


* There is a Practice ſufficiently known to obtain among 
the Poor of the Kingdom of Jreland; it is cuſtomary with them 
to bleed their Cattle for Food in Years of Scarcity: This 
Practice hath many Evils, that ever have, and ever will attend 
it. — 

One is, that the Cattle being thus weaken'd by Loſs of 
Blood, frequently die the enſuing Winter; and the next is, that 
ir by good Fortune they eſcape Death, they ſeldom fail to be 
both uſeleſs and unfruitful, ar leaſt for one Year following; 
in omuch that I have been well aſſured by intelligent Men of 
great Integrity, that the Breed of Cattle was, during the late 
Years of Scarcity in the North. diminiſhed by the Practice af 
Pizcding, in one County of that Kingdom, by at lcaſt two 
Thouiand cach Year. | 

It may be urged in Defenee of this Practice, that Neceſſity 
compels to it ; — I aniwer, that more Suſtenance moy be drawn 
from the Fleſh of one Cow, than from the Blood of twenty; 
and with ten times leis Damage to the Owner, who is at 
more Expence in the Maintenance of the Cattle fo drained, in 
the enſuing Winter, with great Hazard of their Death, and 
little or no Chance either of Milk or Fruitfulneſs. 


that 
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that the Rectitude or Obliquity of ſuch 
Actions as are obligatory, antecedent to 
any poſitive Inſtitution of Almighty God, 
i are, as far as reſpects any Obligation from 


« natural Religion, diſcoverable by the 
Light of natural Reaſon, p. 6. 


i 
I owN, that when theſe Duties are diſco- 
vered to us by Revelation, they are ſoon 
found agreeable to natural Reaſon: But Iam 
ſatisfied, that ſince the Fall, no one Duty, 
either of Morality or natural Religion, was 
ever ſearched out, diſcovered, aſcertained, 
and univerſally allowed to be agreeable ro 
natural Reaſon, antecedent to its being come 


manded by Almighty God. 


I WILL inſtance but in one, There 
is no one moral or ſocial Obligation more 
agreeable to Reaſon, than the ſacred and in- 
ſeparable Union of one Man with one Woman 
in Marriage; and yet Polygamy was never 
found to be a Violation of the Law of Na- 
ture, antecedent to its being prohibited by 
the Chriſtian Religion. And the ſame might 
eaſily be ſhewn of every Duty in the Deca- 
logue. And therefore Reaſon is far from 
being that ſure Guide in Matters of Re- 
ligion which its modern Magnifiers, not to ſay 
Idolaters, boaſt it to be. 


I CHALs 
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I CHALLENGE this Gentleman, and all 
the Adyocates for the Sufficiency of Reaſon 
put together, to produce any one Duty, 
cither of Morality or natural Religion, that 
is not, or hath not been diſclaimed, nation- 
ally, publickly, and deliberately in the 
Heathen World. 


Bur this learned Author objects, thus I 
myſelf acknowledge, © that the very Reaſon 
« of abſtaining from Blood from the Begin- 
« ning, was, that the Blood was to be 

4 poured out upon the Altar in Sacrifice. 
4 Now does it not from hence follow, (ſays 
my Adverſary Wo that if Sacrifice was ever to 

« ceaſe, the Duty of Abſtinence from Blood 
« was to ceaſe wich it? As all Laws whatſo- 
« ever are grounded on ſome Reaſon or 
« other, ſo is it an undoubted Maxim, that 
« when the Reaſon ceaſes on which the Law ,- 
« 1s founded, 'the Law itſelf can be no longer 
« in Force, p. 17. 


T o this I anſwer, That I did aſſign it as 
one Reaſon of Abſtinence from Blood, that it 
was appointed to make Atonement, but 1 
never aſſigned this as the only Reaſon; and 
this, I believe, my learned Adverſary will 
not deny, when he conſiders, that I have in 
Fact ailigned ſeveral others. 


IN 
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In the next Place, if I had aſſigned no 
other, I deny both his Conſequence, and the 
Maxim upon which it is founded. A Law may 
be made for one Reaſon, and yet ſubſiſt, 
and be in full Force for other and perhaps 
better Reaſons, when the Reaſon on which 
it was founded hath long fince entirely ceaſed. 


What does this learned Gentleman think 
of the Teſt Act in England. 


AND if this be true of human Laws, much 
more of divine. — God may aſſign but one 
Reaſon of his giving any Law to his Crea- 
tures, but he may have many more of equal 
Wiſdom and Goodneſs for enjoyning it. He 
only is Judge; and ſurely it would be ſtrange 

Preſumption to pronounce any one of his 
Laws abrogated, before he himſelf declares 
it to be ſo; and much more after he hath 
re-enjoined it; which is the Caſe of Abſti- 
nence from Blood. 


Bu r it is objected by our learned Author | 
P. 19.) © that moſt of the Laws of Moſes | 
« were ſymbolical in their Nature, and had 
« ſome moral Duty couched under them; 
„ and therefore if we are to abſtain from 
« Blood on Account of recognizing God as 
« the Author and Giver of Life, and to 
« ayoid Cruelty to the Creatures, i. e. if 
« theſe be ſufficient Reaſons to make the. 


Pro- 
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« Prohibition of perpetual Obligation, by 
| t the ſame Method of Reaſoning we may 
i © infer the Neceſſity of adhering to the 
1 « Whole, or at leaſt the greater Part of the 
| « Law of Moſes, to the End of the World. 
1 « — Thus Circumciſion pointed out the 
| « Reaſonableneſs and Neceſſity of mortify- 
| 6 ing carnal Luſts,” Oc. 


A 


A A 


ll In anſwer to this, I muſt own, I am 
| aſtoniſhed to ſee a Man of Senſe reaſon at 
| this rate. Did Circumciſion naturally and 
univerſally tend to procure any Good to the 
Perſon who obſerved it, or to guard him from 
any Evil? This I am ſure of, Pain and Dan- 
ger attended it, and it had otherwiſe perhaps 
not anſwered its End. Had it any natural 
Tendency to promote any one Duty towards 
God or Man, to procure any one Adyantage 
to Society, or preclude any one Evil or In- 
conyeniency? If it had, why are not theſe 
Evils and Advantages illuſtrated to us? And 
laſt of all, Is it enjoined to all Mankind un- 
der the Diſpenſation of the New Teftament, 
or was it ever ſo enjoined ? And as for an 
other of the Fewi/h Rites, if they are found 
to be attended with any natural Advantages, 
doubtleſs it is fo far Matter of Prudence, tho 
not Matter of ſtrict „ to obſerve 
them. 


"Tis 
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'T1s very ſtrange, that a Man of fo much 
Diſcernment cannot diſtinguiſh between being 
a Symbol of ſome moral Duty, and being 
naturally connected with it; between the Na- 
ture of ſuch Actions, as are but mere Emblems 
of Virtue, and ſuch as naturally tend to pro- 
mote that Virtue; nay more, to repreſs the 
contrary Vice, together with many other 
Evils. And laſtly, *tis very ſtrange this 
Gentleman will put no Difference between 
Duties that are abrogated under the Diſpen- 
ſation of the New Teſtament, and thoſe that 
are expreſly re- enjoined: For this at leaſt 
makes an eſſential Difference. 


Bur it is farther urged by my learned Ad- 
verſary, /p. 20.) © that the moral Duties, 
« ſuppoſed to be intimated to us by the 
« Prohibition of Blood, in no wiſe infer the 
LNeceſſity of Abſtinence from Blood; but 
« Abſtinence from Blood inferred the Neceſ- 
« ſity of theſe Duties.” N 


* 


I ow N I have ſome Difficulty in attempt- 
ing to anſwer this Obje&ion, becauſe I can= 
not take upon me to ſay, that Iclearly under- 
ſtand it. But what I apprehend of Abſtinence 
from Blood is this, That it was not enjoined 
as a Type, but as a Means to an End; and 
therefore was not inſtituted for its own Sake, 


but for the Sake of thoſe excellent Ends 
= =O which 


f 
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which it was naturally fitted to attain, as a 
Medium. Now if my learned Adverſary 
would overthrow my Opinion in this Point, 
his Buſineſs is to ſhew, that this Abſtinence 
can, with no Propriety, be conſidered as a 
Means to an End; that it hath no natural 
Tendency to any Good of any kind; nor the 
contrary Practice to any Evil, And could 
this be done (as it cannot) what would be 
the Conlequence ? That this Precept is abo- 
liſhed? No ſurely ; — but that it is only a 
mere poſitive Inſtitution, — upon no better 


Foundation than the Sahbath and the Sacra- 
ments. | 8 


WHEN I conſider this as a Command ſo 
often and ſo ſolemnly given by God, and ne- 
ver pretended to be repealed with any Degree 
of rational Evidence, I am amazed to think 


how any ſerious Chriſtian can ſatisfy himſelf 


that he is entirely diſpenſed with from pay- 
ing any Regard to this Command, from the 
Force of ſuch Reaſonings as are brought 


againſt it. That a Regard to this Command 
ſhould be now branded with the Infamy of 


Superſtition, which was once the Teſt of 


Chriſtianity? That we ſhould now do that in 
Sport, which a Chriſtian Martyr would dread, 
would deteſt to do, even to ſave his Life! 


And for what! for what is too deſpicable to 


be named, — for what is become even pro- 
verbial in the World for Inſignificancy? 


Does 


| 
; 
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Does Job ſerve God for nougbt? Was a ra- 
tional and an important Queſtion; we are all 
intereſted in our Duty to him; If we do not 
ſerve God for nought, ſhall we diſ-ſerve him 
for nought? 'The Stupidity of this Conduct 
is as amazing as the meg of it. 


Tur Reader will, 1 hope, forgive me: I 
own, my Patience fails me when I ſee a Re- 
gard to the divine Command of Abſtinence 
from Blood and Things ftrangled mark'd with 
a Brand of Superſtition. I now beg leave to 
recommend, in the calmeſt Manner, the 3 5th 
Chapter of Jeremiah to the ſerious Peruſal of 
thoſe Gentlemen, who can treat a Command 
ſo ſolemnly given and repeated by God, with 
ſuch ſhocking Contumely! there they will 
find, that a religious Regard to a Command 
given by a Father, even in Things where he 
had no Right to command, was, in the Eſti- 
mation of God himſelf, ſo far from deſerving 
either Reproof or Cenſure, that it was crown 
ed at once with diſtinguiſned Applauſe 50 
Bleſſing. 


FONADA B the Son of Rechab com? 
manded his Deſcendants to drink no Wine, to 
build no Houſe, to plant no Vineyard: 
They obeyed him religiouſly: God up- 
braids his People with this Obedience, and 
then Profouners's Bleſſing upon it, v. 1 3: 


S 2 THUS 


— 
* 
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THUS ſaith the Lord of Hoſts, the God of 
Iſrael, Go, and tell the Men of Judah, and : 
Inhabitants of Jerulalem, Will ye not receive 
Inſtruction to hearken to my Words? ſaith the 
Lord. The Words of Jonadab the Son of Re- 
chab, that he commanded his Sons not to drink 
Wine, are performed; for unto this Day they 
drink none, but obey their Father's Command- 
ment Notwithſtanding I have ſpoken unto you, 
riſing early, and ſpeaking, but ye hearkened not 
unto me, Kc. v. 18. And Jeremiah ſaid unto 
the. Houſe of the Rechabites, Thus ſaith the 
Lord of Hoſts, the God of Iſrael, Becanſe ye 
have obeyed the Command of Jonadab your Fa- 
ther, and kept all his Precepts, and done ac- 
cording to all that he commanded you; there- 
fore thus ſaith the Lord of Hoſts, the God of 


| Iſrael, Jonadab zhe Son of Rechab ſhall not 
want a Man to ſtand before me for ever. 


SHALL we be leſs regarded or leſs re- 
warded by God for Abſtinence from Blood in 
Obedience to his Command, than the Re- 
chabites were for Abſtinence from Wine, in 
Obedience to their Father's? Let thoſe who 
are hardy enough to live in a profeſs'd Diſre- 
gard of this Command, beware that the Re- 


 chabites xiſe not up in Judgment againſt them 
and condemn them. | 


Bor 
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Bur the Decree (about Blood) “ was 
© enacted (we are told) to reconcile the 
FJewiſb and Gentile Converts, and to pre- 
<< vent a Schiſm in the Church.” p. 30.) 
The Conſequence from hence is, that it is 
now of no Force, there being no Jewiſh and 


Gentile Conyerts in the Church to be recon- 
ciled. 1 


Ir is owing, nerkaps, to o einde chat 1 
am ſometimes ſurprized to ſee Men of Senſe 
impoſe upon themſelves by ſuch Ways of 
arguing! The Decree was made to reconcile 
the Zewiſh and Gentile Converts: — To re- 
concile them to what! or in What! to cer- 
tain Points of Duty, or to certain Points of 


no Duty? Are all theſe Points Points of no 


Duty? And was the Obſervance of them uſe- 
leſs to Ny Purpoſe but that of Peace? 


TRE Apoſtles creed was made to recon- 
cile Chriſtians, and to prevent Schiſms;— 
Is it of no Uſe beyond that Reconcilement ! 
and hath our Obligation to the Belief of it 
now ceaſed! Are ſuch Reaſonings as this to 
countervail a divine Command? And is it 
any Way conſiſtent with Right Reaſon, or 
Chriſtian Humility, to think they ought ? 


Bu T why were theſe Things Riled PRO 
lary by the Apoſtles? 4 
To 
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T q this wer are anſwered, that they were 
neceſſary to the Peace of the Church at that 
Time. — © For the Gentiles not to comply 
« with any Part of the Moſaick Law would 
© have afforded Matter of Scandal to the 
« Fewiſh Converts; therefore the Apoſtles 
ce thought it neceſſary to require their Com- 


“ pliance with the Laws of Moſes, ſo far as 


cc to obſerve the Precepts of the Sons of 
« Noah.” p. 32. 


WERE then the Precepts of the Sons of 
Noah conſidered by the Fews as Parts of the 
Law of Moſes And did they deduce their 
Force and Obligation upon the Gentile 
World from that Law? And did the primi- 
tive Chriſtians abſtain from Blood merely out 
of regard to the Jews? This learned Gentle- 
man will not, I believe, upon Recollection 
maintain theſe Poſi itions; — and till he can 
maintain them, his imaginary Neceſſity will 
have no Foundation. I ſhall only beg Leave 
to tell him, that the Fews themſelves, and 
all Chriſtian Antiquity, are full againſt him 
in theſe Points. 


Bu x after all, if theſe Points were only 
enjoined for Peace ſake, and to avoid Scan- 
dal, how came the primitive Chriſtians to be 


1 utterly ignorant of this ſole End and Rea- 


ſon of their Inftiturion? *Tis aſtoniſhing, 
that 
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that no one of them ſhould eyer hit upon this 
Reaſon, or ſo much hint it! but that they 
ſhould one and all cry out againſt touching 
Blood as a deteſtable Pollution! *Tis aſto- 
niſhing, that Clemens, Origen, and Tertullian 
ſhould be leſs knowing in this Point than either 
of my learned Antagoniſts : —- But I forbear 
urging this Point; — another Gentleman, 


and much abler, hath, as I am informed, 
undertaken it. Oy 


ISHALL only add, that the ſubſequent 
Practice is allowed on all Hands to be the 
beſt Comment upon the Nature and Intention 
of all Laws; and that the Practice of Abſti- 
nence from Blood and Things ſtrangled be- 
came and continued univerſal in the Church 
long after the Deſtruction of Feru/alem, and 
the Coalition of Few and Gentile into one 
Church, and continues to this Day to be re- 
ligiouſly regarded in that Region of the 
Earth where the Command was given. And 
if this be a right Rule of interpreting the 
Intent of any Law, this Law was never 
intended to be only of temporary Obliga- 
tion. 

WHEN our Adyverſaries are asked, How 
come Things of a temporary, and Things of 
an eternal Obligation, placed on the ſame Foot 
of Neceſlity in the fame Decree? 


THEIR 
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TAurIR only Anſwer is, * there was a 
Neceſſity of prohibiting Formication at this 
Time, on Account of the Ignorance of the 
Heathen World in this Point. 


Bur can they imagine, that any Man of 
common Senſe will be put off with ſuch an 
Anſwer as this? I allow there was a Neceſ- 
ſity of prohibiting Fornication at this Time; 
but was there a Neceſlity of putting Abſti- 
nence from Blood upon the ſame Foot of 
Neceſlity with it in the ſame Decree? Could 
no Diſtinction be made between them, nor 
diſtin Decrees concerning them? Or could 
not the Apoſtles have contented themſelyes 
with reaſoning, cautioning, and exhorting 

againſt Fornication and Idolatry, as againſt 
all other Vices, in their Sermons and Epiſtles? 
And if this Gentleman cannot give us clear 
and fatisfatory Reaſons why theſe Things 
were put together by the Apoſtles; I appre- 
hend he will find it much harder to give ſo- 
lid and ſatisfactory Reaſons why they ſhould 
be parted. Our Saviour's Rule in another 
Caſe, will, 1 think, hold full as well in this, 
— What therefore God hath joined ee, 
tet no Man put aſunder. 


WE are now come to our Adverſary's 
main Argument againſt the perpetual Obliga- 
tion of this Decree. 

« WE 


„ 


A 


is no one moral or chriſtian Duty of per- 
petual Obligation enjoyned in any one 
„ Paſſage, that is not in many others alſo; 
but here is Abſtinence from Blood enjoyned 
in one Paſſage only of the New Teſtament, 
and upon a particular Occaſion.” /p. 33.) 
From whence,we are to infer, that this was 
only of temporary Obligation. 


A A „ 


To this I anſwer, that I take this to be, 
Firſt, a very dangerous Rule; and, Second= 
ly, a very falſe one. 


SUPPOSE the Ten Commandmentsi once 
only given by God, and no Prophet ever 
ſent by him to repeat or renew them, would 
their Obligation ceaſe for that Reaſon ? | 


TB Sacrament of the Lord's Supper was 
inſtituted but once, and on a particular Oc- 
caſion, | Suppoſe there were no Apoſtolick 
Precept extant concerning it; would not that 
Inſtitution, and the ſubſequent Practice of the 


Church, ſufficiently authorize us in a perpe- 
tual Obſervance of it? Will any Chriſtian dare 


to ſay they would not? 


SUPPOSE the Apoſtolick Decree about 
Blood, Sc. not extant, and the Prohibition 
"0 3 con- 
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« WE are (it ſeems) to take it for a Rule 
in reading the holy Scriptures, that there 
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contained in it, enjoyned by the twelve 
Apoſtles in twelve diſtin Epiſtles; would 


theſe twelve diſtin Prohibitions be more 


authoritative than this ſingle Decree? Or our 
Obligations to thoſe Abſtinences of more 
Force ? 


To what do diſtinct Prohibitions, or re- 
peated Commands, concerning any Sin or 
Duty, amount? Do they add any new Obli- 
gation to Obedience? They indeed often 
ſerve to explain the Nature of the Duty, or 


ſet forth the Evil and Danger of the Guilt 


more fully; but create no new Obligations 
concerning them. Now the Nature of this 
Duty was eaſily, clearly, and fully under- 
ſtood at once, and needed no Comment. 


AN p here I cannot but obſerve, that this 
Argument, from the Repetition of the fame 
Precepts in the Scriptures, which my Adyer- 
ſary urges as a ſure Mark of their being in- 
tended to be of perpetual Obligation, bath 
been urged by others * againſt the divine Au- 
thority of thoſe Parts of Scripture wherein 
thoſe Repetitions are found; inaſmuch as 
Repetitions added no Authority, and were 
therefore uſeleſs. It is the hard Fate, or 
ſhall I call it the Felicity, of thoſe that de- 


ä Wr — 
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* See Pere Simon's Critical Hiſtory of the Old Teſtament. 
tend 


MW, 
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fend the Scriptures, to be obliged to combat 
contradictory Objections. 


Ix the next Place I apprehend this tink to 
be falſe in Fact. For Example; Our Sa- 
viour's Sermon upon the Mount is allowed to 
contain the nobleſt Collection f Chriſtian 
Duties and Precepts extant. I apprehend 
our learned Author would find great Diffi- 
culty in making up a complete Syſtem of 
theſe Precepts from all the other Parts of the 
Old and New. Teſtament put together. Is 
our Obligation to the Obſeryance of any of 
theſe Precepts for that Ronſon | * 


E is a Curſe i in Haut, xxvii. 18. 


upon the Man that maketh the Blind to wunder 


out of the May. Doubtleſs this Curſe implies a 
Command; — tis a Command which I can- 
not find repeated throughout the whole 
Scripture. You will ſay, perhaps, that Rea- 
ſon and Humanity forbid this Practice: I an- 
ſwer, and fo do they both forbid the tortu- 
ring of Animals to Death. Is the Prohibition 
of theſe Practices uſeleſs for that Reaſon? 
And yet are they no where prohibited, that L 
know of, but in the Apoſtohck Decree: 
And there they are prohibited, in their 
Cauſe. 


THERE never was a nobler, a wiſer, or 
2 more equitable Political Law in any Nation 
2 than 


1 
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than that in the 19th Chapter of Deuteronomy, 
which decreed all that Evil to a falſe Witneſs 
which he intended to bring upon his Neigh- 
bour. — No Law could be of more Conſe- 
quence to Society than this; and yet this Law 
is but once laid down, and not ſo much as 
once alluded to, that I can find, throughout 
the whole Old Teſtament. This Law was a 
Rule of Duty to the Jes, and ſhould be ſo 
to every Nation under Heaven; if they had 
but Senſe enough to take the Laws of God for 
their Direction: Did their Obligation to ob- 


ſerve it ceaſe for that Reaſon, before the 
Power of obſerving it ceaſed ? | 


Ir will be objected, aches that no di- 
rect Proof can be drawn from this Inſtance 
againſt our Author's Poſition. I own it: But 
I think, that from hence an Argument may 
be drawn againſt it, a fortiori: For if a mere 
civil Inſtitution was obligatory as long as it 
was poſhble to obſerve it; a religious Inſti- 
tation * believe, yet more 10. 


Wa ar does this toll Author think of 
that noble Rule of doing unto all Men as we 
world they ſhould do to us? This is but twice 
recited throughout the whole New Teſta- 
ment; and both the Recitals are plainly 
Hiſtories of one and the ſame Diſcourſe of 
our Weld Sayiour 's? Does this Rule lay no 


autho- 
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authoratitive Obligation upon Chriſtians for 
that Reaſon? HED beth. =, | 


Now the Duties of the Decree at Jeruſa- 4 
lem are oftener recited than this Law. Firſt, 
They are declared by St. James to be ſuch 

as ought to be enjoined the Heathen Converts. 
Secondly, They are declared to be ſuch by 
the whole Church: And, Thirdly, The De- 
cree is recited about eight Years after it was 
made, Ads xxi. 25.) on Occaſion of the 
Complaint brought -againſt St. Paul of his 
teaching the convert Jews to forſake the 
Law of Moſes. As touching the Gentiles that . 
believe (ſays St. James) we have written nu 
concluded, that they obſerve no ſuch Thing; 
ſave only, that they keep themſelves from 
Things offered to Idols, and from Blood, 
and from ſtrangled, and from Fornication. 
My learned Adverſary will, perhaps, be 
bard put to it to find many Chriſtian Pre- 
cepts thrice recited throughout the Goſpel, 


as this is. 


Ap here we may obſerye by the Way, 
that St. Paul's firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, 
in which he is ſuppoſed by one of my learned 
Adverſaries to allow an unlimited Licenſe 
of Food, even of Things offered to Idols, 
as ſuch, in Contradiction to the Apoſtolick 
Decree, was written a Year before the Recital 
of this Decree by St. James, now mentioned; 
3 
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and yet it plainly appears from this Recital, 
that the Decree was now in full Force: And 
therefore I think we have now at leaſt Rea- 
ſon to hope, that we ſhall never more hear 
of this very ill-grounded Objettion, * 


Bor further; I believe it will not be de- 
nied, that Things offered to Idols are, at 
leaſt, once more prohibited, (in the Reproof 
to the Church of Pergamos Rev. ii. 14. 
But I have a few Things againſi thee, becauſe 
thou haſt there them that hold the Doctrine of 
Balaam, #o eat Things ſacrificed to Idols, &c. 
Now that Blood was one of the 'Things of- 
fered to Idols, 1s, I believe, not doubted by 
any Man of common Learning. And whe- 
ther the Apoſtle might not have the Pro- 


* 


* From hence too we may obſerve, how ill founded that 
Criticiſm of Dr. Hammond's is, upon which one of my learned 
Adverſaries ſeems to lay ſome Streſs, viz. That the Expreſſion 
in the Decree which we render if you keep, is, in the Original, 
keeping, in the preſent Tenſe; as if this were no new Direction 
for the future, but a Direction to continue the Forbearance of 
thoſe Meats which they had hitherto abſtained from as Proſe- 
Iytes of the Gate: Whereas the Expreſſion here uſed- by St. 

ames is an Expreſſion of a quite different Senſe; Ve have 
written to them (ſays the Apoſtle) that they obſerve no ſuch thing 
[Twas] but that they keep themſelves [u Ada] i. e. that 
they guard againſt theſe things for the Time to come. 

But ſuppoſe this alſo were put in the preſent Tenſe, what 
could be inferred from it? Is it to be doubted, whether the 
Apoſtles preached ' Abſtinence from theſe Things from the 
very Beginning, as well to the Heathens at large (where ſuch 
Preaching was moſt wanted) as to the Proſelytes of the Gate? 
How then could it be inferred from any ſuch Expreſſion, that 
this Decree was directed to the Proſelytes only? e 
| | hibition 


Place 1 is ſubmitted to the Reader. 


Bur however that may be; ſure no rea- 


ſonable Man can ſtill think that St. Paul al- 


lowed a Practice which is here reproved, and 
in the Perſon of our Saviour himſelf, ſo many 
Years after that ſuppoſed Allowance? Nay, 
ſo many Years even after the Sacrifice and the 


Oblation had entirely ceaſed. 


Bo T ſuppoſe no mention were made of any 
of the Points contained in this Decree, in 
the ſubſequent Epiſtles or Writings of the 


Apoſtles; what could any reaſonable Man 


infer from this Silence? 'That all theſe Points | 


were of temporary Obligation! No ſurely; 
—— nothing in Nature could be more irra- 


tional than ſuch an Inference. The natural 


Inference would be, that a due Deference was 


paid to the Apoſtolick Sentence upon theſe 


Points; and therefore, there was no Neceſ- 


ſity of repeated Precepts or Prohibitions con- 


cerning them. And this, I am fully ſatis- 
fied, was the Caſe with regard to Abſtinence 
from Blood, from the ſpeedy and univerſal 


prevalence of this Doctrine throughout the : 


Chnſtian Church. 


THE natural Temptations to tranſpreſs, 


muſt be allowed weaker in this Point, than in 
moſt others ; and therefore tis to be preſum'd, 


that 


of Abſtinence from Blood. . 143 
hibition of this kind of Food in View 1 in this 


— H— 
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that Men were eaſier ſubdued to Obedience 
upon it: — However, even this, I appre- 
hend, was not done without ſome Difficulty. 
And this I take to be the Reaſon of thoſe fre- 
quent Alluſions to the Prohibitions of this De- 
cree with regard to Food, throughout St. 
Paul's Epiſtles; for that there are ſuch is 
undoubted. | 


IWwiLL L begin with one, which, I believe, | 
no candid Man will long conteſt with me | 
It is in the Cloſe of his Epiſtle to the Romans, | 
chap. xvi. v. 17, 18. Now 1 beſeech you, Bre- | 
thren, mark them which cauſe Diviſions and 
Offences, contrary to the Doctrine which ye | 
have learned; and avoid them: For they that | 
are ſuc h, ſerve not our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, but 
their own BELLY; and by good Wards and | 
fair Speeches deceive the Hearts of the Simple. | 
ls it not evident at firſt ſight, that thoſe who ; 
created theſe Diviſions and Offences, created 
them, under ſpecious Pretences of promoting 
the Purity of the Chriſtian Religion, but in 
Truth to gratify their Appetites? And in 
what reſpect could they gratify their Appe- 
tites under a Pretence of promoting the Re- 
ligion of Chriſt, but by arguing (as the Ene- 
mĩes of the Apoſtolick Decree do now) that 
Chriſtianity does mot conſiſi in Meats and 
Drinks, but in Righteouſneſs, Truth, Kc. 
And does any Man of common Senſe think 
this Objetaon of Force enough to oyerthrow 

| the 


+ A tw JH oo» 
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the Doctrine of Abſtinence from Blood and | 
'T hings ſtrangled? Every one knows, that 


Peace and - Righteouſneſs are the main 
Ends of the Chriſtian Religion; but is no- 
thing elſe, either in its Diſcipline or Inſtitu- 
tions, to be regarded for that Realon? What 
ſpecious Trifling is this ! * 


GO p expreſly diſclaims the Fewiſh Sacri- 
fices by the Mouth of his Prophet Jaiab. 
Does it follow from hence, that Sacrifices 
were not of his own Inſtitution? Or that he 
had no Regard to them? Or that the Jews 
were not ſtill bound to offer them, till he 


thought fit to abrogate them by an expreſs 
Revelation? No ſurely, — what he re- 


proves, is the Abuſe of this Practice; and 


the Confidence they placed in it, to the 
Neglect of the weightier Things of the Laws 


The ſame Obſeryation will hold with regard 
to the Doctrine of Abſtinence from Blood, c. 
And Grotius hitnſelf declares for the Obſer- 


vance of this Precept, provided it be done | 


without Superſtition. 


AGal N, in 1 Cor. * the Apoſtle cautions 


the Corinthians againſt luſting after evil ; 


3 i 


* of the fame Nature is that other 3 Objetion from 
thoſe Words of St. Paul's, Gal. v. 1. Stand faſt therefore in ie 
Liberty wherewith Chriſt hath made us free; and be not entangled 
again with the Yoak of Bondage. The very next Verſe ſnews, 
that the Yoak here meant is the N of Circumciſion, and 
the whole Moſairk Law. | 


U Things, 
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Things, againſt Idolatry, and againſt Forni- 
cation, from the Example of thoſe Judgments 
which theſe evil Practices drew down upon 
the Children of J/7ae/ in the Wilderneſs. Now 
what was this luſting ? It was evidently and 
undeniably luſting after thoſe Egyptian Foods 
from which it had pleaſed God to preclude 
them during their Continuance in the Wil- 
derneſs. Now what was all this to the Co- 
rinthians, unleſs they alſo were criminal in 
luſting after certain Foods from which God 
alſo had precluded them? And what Food 
could they poſſibly be criminal in luſting af- 
ter, except Blood and Things ſtrangled. * 


Ae Alx, the Apoſtle, in the 32d Verſe 
of this Chapter, exhorts them Zo give no Of. 
Fence to the Jews, or Gentiles, or Church of 
God. This Exhortation, from the Tenour 
of the Chapter, plainly relates to Food: And 


- * - 
8 * 1 


3 — _— we 


„ 


The Apoſtle ex preſly tells them, v. 11. Now theſe things 
Happened unto them for Enſamples, and they are written for our 
Admonition, upon whom the Ends of the World are come. How 
could the Fews be Examples to the reſt of Mankind in the laſt 
Period of Time? No other imaginable Way but this: That the 
Wilderneſs was a Type of the World, and the Travels of the 
T#aelites in it an Emblem of the Travels of this Life; and the 
Judgments of God upon them for their ſeveral Crimes, Types 

Chaſe Judgments, which ſhowld await like Crimes in Afrer- 
Ages of the World; and we know of no Crime among the 
Corinthians that could bear any Reſemblance, but this here al- 

luded to, except that of eating Blood and Things ſtrangled, 

uring t 


from which it had pleaſed, God to preclude them ir 
OContinuance in the Wilderneſs of this World. 1 
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in what Food could they give Offence to any 
of theſe, except that of Blood and Things 
ſtrangled; always unlawful to the Few4s; and 
now prohibited to the Gentiles by a Decree 
of the Church? And. certainly there is a 
great and a becoming Decency in the Apoſtle's 
condemning this Luſt of forbidden F 10 from 
the Judgments drawn down, upon the 
Iſraelites. for the like Guilt; "H and fr rom the 
Offence that Practice muſt give to the Church 
of God (which-ſufficjently implied the Guilt 
of contravening the Apoſtolick Decree) ra- 
ther than expreſly urging and inſiſting upon 
the Weight of that Decree, which he Him- 
ſelf had principally occalioned, and depoſited 
with the. Churches: And conſequently, the 


Honour. of which he might be i more 


1 1 


nterelieg to maintain. TY 


© APPR EHEND alſo, that. this. Degree 
is referred to the 11th Chapter of this Epiſtle, 
v. 2. Now I praiſe you,” Brethren, that fou 
remember me in all = % and keep the Or- 
dinances as I delivered a unto you. If they 
remembred the Apoſtle in all Things, they 


certainly remembred him in the Apoſtolick 
Decree which he depoſited with them. And 


probably, that very. Decree was one of thoſe 
Ordinances which he praiſed them for ob- 
ſerving. The Word in the Original fignl 
VE radielpns'* but I think there is Reaſon to 


lieve from. the, 11th Chapter of this firſt 
U 2 Epiſtle 


* 
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Epiſtle to the Corinthians, v. 23. that the 

Apoſtle means by that Expreſſion all thoſe 

Precepts of the Chriſtian Religion which they 

had received from him, or which he had de- 

livered to them: The Word Tradition being 
the ſame in Senſe with delivering. 


As HOR Inſpection into the Greet Text 
of this Verſe, will, I believe, ſatisfy the 
learned Reader in the Reaſonableneſs of this 
Opinion. * For ] have received of the Lord 
(ſays the Apoſtle) that which T alſo delivered 
unto you, that the Lord jeſus, in the ſame 
Night in which he was betrayed, took Bread, 
&c. From whence *tis evident, that one of 
thoſe Things which he. delivered to them, 
3. e. one of his Traditions, was our Saviour's 
Inſtitution of the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper: And I think there is no Reaſon to 
doubt, that the Apoſtolick Decree was ano- 
ther; inaſmuch as he was appointed to de- 
_ polite this Decree with the ſeveral Churches, 
as he travelled through them. + | 


TAPPRE= 


y—"_ 


— 


* EVG y&þ TXpiraBou &x0) Kuplg, 6 u TapiSurut vaurv, Fri 6 Kd 
ping Inode iv Ty vun, y FapeSidoro, Laage aprove Cc. | | 
+ And here I beg Leave to obſerve by the Way, upon the 

« wrong Reaſoning of thoſe who pretend, that the Apoſtolick 
Decree was obligatory-only on thoſe to whom the Apoſtolick 
| Letter was immediately directed. Inaſmuch as it appears 
from Acts xvi. that after St. Paul had paſſed thro Antioch, 
Syria, and Cilicia, whither the Letter was directed; he came to 

Derbe, Lyſira, and Iconium. And as they went through the Ci- 

| | ties, 


nv „„ we — 
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I APPREHEND, that there at ſeveral 
other References to this Decree in ſeveral 
other Paſſages of St. Paul's Epiſtles ; ſuch as 
that 1 Cor. vi. 13. Meats for the Bely, and. 


the Belly for Meats, &c. And that other 


Paſſage, 2 Cor. xi. 31. where the Apoftle 
expreſſes his Fears of their being ſeduced by 


falſe Teachers, as Eve was by the Subtlety of 


the Serpent. Now we know that the Ser- 
pent's Deluſion was his perſuading Eve that 
the Food, which God had forbidden, . 
yet ſafely be eaten. 


I 8HALL add but one more, which 1 think 
no candid Man can deny to have a plain Re- 
ference to the Point before us: It 1s in the 
12th Chapter to the Hebrews, v. 16. Left 
there be any Fornicator, or profane Perſon, as 
Eſau, who for one Morſel of Meat fold his 
Birthright. This I take to be a Caution 
againſt Fornication and forbidgen F ood. 


TAE Birthright of Chriſtians i is their Inhe- 
ritance in Heayen; and how any Man co 
forfeit that by cating one Morſel of Meat, 


* Pea * MLL O oth * * — ten. . 1 
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ties, they (that is he and Silas 40 Aliveril them the Deerees for to 
keep that were ordained of the Apoſtles 'and Elders that were at 
Jeruſalem, v. 4. 

From whence it appears, that as the Apoſtolick Decree was 
of univerſal Concern, it was depoſited with the feyeral Churches, 


* the Apoſtles paſſed through them. 
other- 
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otherwiſe than by eating it in a profane Con- 
tempt of the divine Command, I own I can- 
not Conceive, 8 . a—_ 

Ornzzs may 1 VETS W 1 . 
Perdition. There may be much Fortitude 
and Dexterity in dancing upon the Brink of a 
Frecipice, but ſurely there is but little Wiſdom 
in it. — Security from Sin is not among the 
Privileges of Mortality; it were too much 
Preſumption to pronounce upon inſuring Sal- 
vation: Our Reſolutions howeyer are our 
own; and thus far I am determined, — that, 
with God's Aſſiſtance, I will never barter my 
Birthright, I will never . my rica 


in e ff. 4 en Lo Meat. 
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an AE mY l Poſpſeript a an- 


nered to the Queſtion. about Hl 
Ears: Nc. 


n A D ſaid | in my ſecond Diſſer- 
48 tation upon Blood, &c. that the 
Oy Tranſadtion at Antioch, men- 
SIS tioned A, xiii. happened ſeven 
" Years before the Decree againſt 
Blood and Things ſtrangled was paſſed by 
the Apoſtles at Feruſalem; and I own frankly 
that I ſaid this upon the Credit of Archbiſhop 
Uſher, who had taken Pains to ſettle the 
Chronology of the ſeveral Tranſactions of the 
holy Apoſtles mentioned in the As; and as 
the Merits of the Cauſe no way depended 
upon that Point, I little thought I ſhould 
ever be called to an Account for it. How- 
ever, my learned Adverſary was, it ſeems, 
reſolved not to let the Mighteft Slip of my 
Pen paſs uncenſured. — Nay, rather than 
let me eſcape, he determined that Men of the 


greateſt Credit in the learned — ſhould 
ſuffer with me. 


T own - 


"x95 Dates e, Me, 


I owN they are Men, with whom I could 
almoſt be contented. to err; (at leaſt, with 
whom I am more than contented to be con- 
temned) but as Lam far from being yet con- 
vinced that they have erred, I will take upon 
me to ſhew, that my learned Adverſary hath 
no Cauſe of T riumph from his imaginary 
Conqueſt over them. A Triumph over ſo 
obſcure a Man as I am, would add little to 
his Glory: But Uſher, Grotius, and Pear ſon, 
were Heroes worthy of his Ambition. 

In the firſt Place then, I take it for 
granted, that the Reaſon aſſigned by my Ad- 


verſary, why the Time of St. Paut's being in 


Jeruſalem, mentioned As xv. is thought 
the ſame with that mentioned Gal. ii. are 
right: So far I agree with him. — But 


the Reaſons he urges to prove, that thoſe 
two Pailages' do not refer to the ſame Time, 


are, I muſt own, far from being ſatisfaQory 


to me. STIR Ne ws Judge * him- | 


ſelf.” 
Hts firſt 3 is as follows, (Doe. 3 p. 3.0 


« For firſt it is ſaid in the 1 5th Chapter 2 
« the Ats, that as Paul and Barnabas went 
to FJeruſalem, through Phenice and Sama- . 
« ia, they declared the Converſion of the 


« Gentiles; and that when they were come 
* to > ry they were received of the 
« Church, 


av =Aa=® a—_ Xx EL a——— 0 at 2a 
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« Church, and of the Apoſtles, and Elders; 

« and that all the- Multitude kept Silence. 
and gave Audience to Barnabas and Paul, 
« declaring what Miracles and Wonders 
« God had . wrought among the Gentiles, 
9 Whereas i in that Account which St. Paul 
gives of himſelf in the ad Chapter of Gala- 
c tians, he ſays, that when he came to Je- 


« ruſalem he communicated unto them that 


“ Goſpel which be preached unto the 


Gentiles, but privately, and _ to W 


« that were of Reputation.” + xr ver ve 


N o w theſe Accounts this learned ande 
man thinks ſo different, that _ — 


fer to one and * . Time. r i e 


W 


By: T with: great Submifinn;: AE. he: hed 


pleaſed to have tranſcribed a little more from 
the ad Chapter of the Epiſtle to the Gala- 


 t1ians, the Reader would have found, that - 
both theſe Accounts were perfectly conſiſtent; 
he would have found, v. 9.) that when - 
James, Cephas and John perceived the Grace: 
that was given to St. Paul, they gave him 
and Barnabas the Right Hand of F cllowſhipz 
that is, they admitted them into their Society, 


and received them as Apoſtles. And when 


they were ſo received of them, there was no 
doubt of their being ſo — — of the whole 
Church: And then what ſhould hinder them 
from coming to, and ſpeaking heir Thoughts | 
; ** a 


In 


1 


3 
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in that Aſembly, by - which the Decree of 


as met was GA 


Fon my rar, I can conceive no kiod of 
Ineonſifiency in theſe Relations. — Nay, I 
think it demonſtrable from two or three other 
Circumſtances, that theſe two Relations muſt 
refer to the ſame Time. 


Fon, /f. from At, xv. it appears, that 
e, went with St. Paul to Feruſalem, 
and was with him at the Council there. 
From Gal. ii. it appears, that St. Paul took 
the Journey to Jeruſalem, there mentioned, 
in Company with Barnabas and Titus. Now 
ſoon after the Apoſtolick Decree, Paul and 
Barnabas ſeparated upon a very ſharp Con- 
tention, and never more travelled together 
that we know of. Conſequently, the Jour- 
ney to Jeryſalem, mentioned Gal. ii. muſt be 
the ſame with that mentioned As xv. 


2dh. FROM Acts xv. it appears, that 
when the Decree at Jeruſalem was paſſed, 
Paul and Barnabas were ſent with it to the 
Gentiles; and that the firſt Place they went 
to was Antioch, vhere they continued {ſome 
Time: From Gal. ii. it appears, that Paul 
and Barnabas were admitted into the Col- 
lege of the Apoſtles to this very End, that 
they ſhould be ſent to the Gentilcss It. ap- 
; 941 nd from the: A that 4 
5 they 
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they were ſent, they went into Antioch; for 

immediately — it follows, (Gal, ii. 110 

but when Peter came to Antioch, [ withſlood 
him Face to Face, Kc. + And what makes this 
Argument unanſwerable, is, that this is the 
only Time after the Apoſtolick Deeree, that 
St. Peter was at Antioch, at the ſame Time 
that St. Paul was there. I 5513 03 182 


To ſum up all; — the Reaſons, why 
theſe two Relations of Gal. ii. and Ad, xv. 
are believed to refer to the ſame en ae 
in ſhort theſe. 8 11 | 


1. BECAUS E St. Pauls Bund 3 
fame in both Relations, via. to communi- 
cate to the Apoſtles the Goſpel which be 
had preached among the —— O 


2. BCAs E this was Ad an Had 
as, being once delivered, never needed to 
be repeated ; and conſequently, e was 
no need of two . fr it.. ne 

3713 n nor * 
3. B ECAUSE both Relations mention, his 
W 75 to Feruſalem with Barnabas, which 
he neyer did after the Tin ime Not = — 
And, 

. B ECAUSE both Reinen pen By 
being at Antioch immediately after: this Jour- 
N. to Jeruſalem, and one of them his meet- 

X 2 ing 
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ing St. Peter there, which could only be ſoon 
after the Apoſtolick Council. In both Re- 
lations he travelled to the ſame Place, in the 
ſame Company, upon the ſame Errand. 
He returned to the ſame Place, in the ſame 
Company, upon the ſame Errand. — Here 


are all the Characters of Sameneſs that can 
well be imagined ! 


Now how are all theſe Reaſons to be 
evaded and invalidated ? Nothing eaſier: 
——?Ti1s but ſuppoſing St. Paul to have taken 
another Journey to Feruſalem four Years af- 
ter the Apoſtolick Decree, and to have met 
Barnabas ſomewhere upon the Road, and ſo 
the Work is done, (. 14) | 


ALL this is very well; — tis very inge⸗ 


niouſly imagined. — The only Queſtion 1s, 


Whether it hath either Reaſon or Scripture 
to ſupport it? 


St. PAUL went again to Feruſalem ( (lays 
my learned Adverlary) four Years after the 
Apoſtolick Decree. * To what Purpoſe ? 
Why, by my Adverſary's own Confeſſion, 
to do what he had already done four Vears 
before, {Poſe p. 2.) © to communicate to 
e the Apoſtles that Doctrine which he had 

«preached to the Gentiles,” — To commu- 
nicate that Doctrine privately and to particu- 
lar eee which he had before communi- 


cated 
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cated publickly to the whole Church, bi ” 1 
to do that ſuſpiciouſly, unneceſſarily, e 
unſeaſonably, which he had deſole 8 


openly, ſeaſonably, and as the Nature and 
Reaſon of Things required. 


St. PAUL having been IF an * oft 
by immediate Revelation, without the die 
of the Apoſtolick College, nothing could be 
more reaſonable, than that he ſhould firſt 
communicate the Goſpel he preached to the 
Apoſtles, ſo far as to ſatisfy them of the Truth 
of his Miſſion, before they admitted him into 
their Number, —— This was neceſſary to pre- 
vent an early and a dangerous Schiſm in the 
Church. — And this he himſelf aſſures us 
that he did Gal. li.) But doing all this, 
four Vears after all this was done, in an in- 
verted Order, is a kind of Conduct which, I 
__ 1 have not Capacity to COmpreneng... 


BES1D B s, if I could comprehend it, 
what am I to think of St. Luke? His Credit 
muſt ſuffer exceedingly, either as an Annaliſt, 
or an Hiſtorian, upon this Suppoſition, — 
St. Luke (a Native of Antioch) was, in all 
Probability, St. Paul's Com panion, from the 
Time of his Return to that City, after; the 
Apoſtolick Decree; at leaſt, he was profeſ- 
ſedly his Companion from the Time of his 
being at 7roas, "which was in the very Year 
of the — Decree. That the Apoſtle 


fould 
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ſhould take Journies before this, of which the 
Evangeliſt takes no Notice, is not at all ſur- 
prizing. — The Tranſactions of the other 
Apoſtles principally employed his Pen before 
St. Paul was received as an Apoſtle: But 
whoever reads the Acts of the holy Apoſtles, 
will clearly fee, that St. Luke never loſes 
ſight of St. Paul from the Time of his re- 
turning to Antioch after the Apoſtolick Coun- 
cil, till he had ſettled him in Rome, which was 
about ten Years after : And that St. Paulis the 
only Apoſtle whoſe Tranſactions he recites 
during that whole Period. And at the ſame 
Time that he acts in this Character, to ſup- 
poſe him to omit one intire Journey, to, and 
from Jeruſalem, is ſuppoſing ſo monſtrous a 
Neglect and Inconſiſtency, as I could not al- 
low myſelf to impute to any Annaliſts or 
Hiſtorian of common Credit, and much leſs 
to an Evangeliſt. Nor do I ſee how my 
Adverſary can get rid of this Difficulty, but 
by owning, that the Apoſtle's Errand in this 
ſecond ſuppoſed Journey was ſo idle, that 
the Evangeliſt was aſhamed to mention: it, 


ANOTHER Reaſon why this learned Au- 
thor thinks theſe two Relations cannot refer 
to the ſame Time, is, (p. 4.) becauſe St. 
Paul ſays in his Epiſtle to the Galatians, 
«. that he went up this Time by Revelation; 
„ whereas it is manifeſt, when he went up 
« from Antioch, (as mentioned A XV.) 

« that 
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« that he was ſent by the Church at Antioch 
on purpoſe to conſult the Apoſtles at Jeru- 
« falem. Which Accounts are ſo exceeding- 
« ly different (lays my Adverſary) that one 
« cannot well imagine the Tranſactions re- 
“ ferred to by them could happen at the 
<« fame. Time of St, Paul 8 N at Jeru- 
- JO F 


I ANSWE ER, That theſe Accounts do in- 
deed relate different Circumſtances of the ſame 
Tranſaction; but ſurely this can never make 
them any Way inconſiſtent. Is it any In- 
conſiſtency, that St. Paul ſhould be commiſ- 
ſioned by the Church at Antioch to go up 
to Feru/alem, and at the ſame Time com- 
m by God to go thither? Balaam was 
deſired: by Balak's Servants to come to their 
Maſter, and at the lame Time commanded by 
God to go. 


St. PETER was -intreated by't the Net- 
ſengers of Cornelius to go to their Maſter, 
and at the ſame Time commanded by God 
to go. 


For my part, I think there is good Rea- 
ſon to believe, that St. Paul neyer went to 
Feruſalem, or any where elſe, from the Time 
of his Converſion, otherwiſe than by Reve- 
lation; that all his Journey ings were by the 
nn of the Spirit of God. Thus 

ve 
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much is certain, that his three Miſſions to the 


_ Gentiles were by Revelation; that he 008 
it is 


nied thus to Philippi, and to Rome: An 


alſo certain, that the next Time he returned to 


Feruſalem, was by Revelation C Acts xx, 22.) 


It is alſo certain, that once he was forbidden 


by the Holy Ghoſt to preach the Goſpel in 


Au; and another Time, when he had a 


Mind to go to Bithynia, the Spirit ſuffered him 
not (Ac, xvi) And I ſee no Reaſon that 
this Time and this Journey ſhould be ex- 


cepted from the Influence of the Holy Ghoſt, | 


when his Errand was of the greateſt Impor- 
cance. | 


Turks is another Circumſtance which 
this Gentleman thinks is of no ſmall Moment 
Fp. 15.) to prove the Journey to Feruſalem, 


(Gal. ii.) not to be the ſame with that men- 


tioned - As xv.; that in the former the 
Apoſtles are ſaid to have recommended to St. 
Paul to remember the Poor, which there was 


no need of doing, on Suppoſition that it was 


the ſame with that of Als xv. becauſe he 


had done that in the yery laſt Journey be- 


fore. 


Ie Leave to tell the e that upon 
the very firſt Sight of this momentuous Ar- 
gument of my Adverſary's, I thought ſo dif- 
ferently of it, that I bad almoſt quite forgot 
to * Notice of it; but upon Recollection, 

I thought 


«a - A az XD} fraud 
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I thought it better to give it this ſhort An- 
ſwer, Very probably the Miniſter of this 
Gentleman's Pariſh may remind him of re- 
membring the Poor next Sunday, though 
ver poſlbly he did r not forges it laft Sunday. 


St. PAUL tells us, that he was always. for 
ward to do this Work; and that was very pro- 
bably the Reaſon why the Apoſtles were for- 
ward in deſiring him to do it. If this Gen- 
tleman were acquainted with the Miniſter of 
his Pariſh, he would find, that the Men he is 
moſt apt to ſollicite for charitable Offices, are 
the Men whom he knows moſt inclined and 
exerciſed that Way; and that their having 
done ſuch Offices 'before, and before, .and 
before, is the very Reaſon Why they are 
deſired to do them Again, and Win. 2 


again. 


Ueox the Whole, I think nothing can 
hitherto be inferred from our Author's Rea- 
ſonings, with any Appearance of Probabi- 
lity, againſt the Coincidence of thele two 
Relations, and their Reference to the ſame 
Point of Time. At 


Bur we are now attacked with a chronos 
logical Argument to the ſame Purpoſe, which 
my learned Adverſary ſeems to think invin- 
cible; but to me it n in N . 


Light. | | 
* W HEN 


_—_— — —Eñ — = — - = = — CSS — FX — = — —— — * > 
— — — — ——ů— —— — —— — — — — — — ” — 
SS - - 2 : - — = $2 — . — — — > — E = — — : — = —— 
. FNC — — — — — SIE — — "Intl —V— — dl 2 — —— — a Ca 
= — — —— — "Wo = 4 3 — 5 — — — 2 o 
x —D —— mon — — = -. — 2 — — 2 E ——— Az - — _ l 
— — == — ka. — ESTI = = — 3 = — — Sore 
Z — — ——— —— — — —— —— — — — —̃— — 
3 —— —— —u5 — — — — —— — —— — _ — — — — ͤ — — 
_ —_ — — — — = — — — — — = LEE IS — TE _ 
— — — _— — — — — . — p - — — — — — - — 


— —-—- —— 
: — 

_ > — — - — — = —— 
— w SE WS tA 

— — — —— — 

— — — — — — 

— 2 ES 
— — —=» PR —  - wm — — ay 


— — = 
— - 
— —h —— 


* >=. I» _— . 
- — —— —— 


— —— 
> Sc. 

— _ 
ES” —— 
PP — 


— 
2 2 — — — 
> —— —— — — — 


2 
==. 


3 7 


— = 
— AE 2 - 


"= A. 
— 
a i As 
© — 
= 8 
— — 
* 2 = 
— pt 
= — 


— 
———ů 
— | 

— — 2 — 
- * — —— — —— 

—— ; — 
— — — 
ß —— —ę—¾ 
* — ͤ — — 
WED * 


1 6 2 Defoic i the Daftrine 


Wu Ex I firſt peruſed this learned Work, 
I own, I was ſomewhat amazed and embar- 
raſſed with the vaſt Apparatus and Waſte of 
Learning, which ſo encompaſſed, as in ſome 
meaſure to incumber it: But upon Enquiry 
my Amazement was ſoon over. 

W HOEVER takes the 'Trouble of reading 
Biſhop Pear/on's Annales Paulini, will find, 
that this learned Prelate hath left little more to 
thoſe who come after, or, to ſpeak more pro- 
perly, who glean after him upon this Sub- 


ject, than the Trouble of collecting with Care 


what he thought not worth thing up. 


Tur Sum of my Adverſary's Argument, 


# gript of all its Ornaments and Appendages, 


is this: 


St. PA ULS Journey to Terufalem i in the 
Year of the Decree, was in the Beginning of 
the Year of our Lord 49, (p. 12.) that 
mentioned Gal. ii. was in the Beginning of 
the Year of our Lord 53, (p. 6.) Conſe- 
quently, theſe two Journies were at four 
Years diſtance; and the Decree at e xhf 
was four Years earlier than I ſuppole it. 


Now the ſhort Queſtion is, how he 
proves that the Decree at Jeruſalem was 
made in the Year 49? 


And 


bs es * 


Lear of Claudius. 


of Abſtinence from Blood. 


AND his Proof, put in the cleareſt Light, 
ſtands thus: 


THE Yews were 4 the city f * 
by Claudius. This Expulſion, in all Proba- 
bility, happened on Account of a Violence 
offered by ſome Jews to one of Claudius 
Servants, * the Death of ſome Roman Sol- 
diers, who were killed in a Fray that hap- 
pened between the Fews and Samaritans, 
when Cumanus and Felix were Governors, of 
Judea (in the Divifion of which Galilee. fell 


to the Lot of Cumanus, and Samaria to that 


of Felix) | 
DUADRA TU $, Governor of Syria, 


was concerned 1n making up this Diſſention 
between the Jews and Samaritans. Pr 
tus was made Governor of Syria in the gth 


| Tax Foundation of this Diſpute betwcen 
the Jeus and Samaritans, our learned Au- 
thor ſuppoſes to have happened in the Begin- 


ning of the gth Year, of Claudius; — and 


the Diſpute concluded; — Complaints car- 
ried; — the Cauſe heard; — and the 
Claudian Edict publiſhed before the End of 
the ſame Year; — and Aquila and Priſcilla, 
who were baniſhed Ft this Lahe to ders 
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met St. Paul at Corinth, on the Beginning of 
tlie 10th Year of Claudius: 


Now the 1oth Year of Claudius: (ſays he) 
falls in with the 51ſt Year of Chriſt: From 
which deducting two Years, allowed for St. 
Paul's Peregrination from Jeruſalem to Co- 
rinth, the Year of his leaving Jeruſalem, 


and conſequently of the Apoſtolick Decree, 
was the Year of our Lord 49. | 


Tat Reader muſt obſerve how many 
Tranſactions are crowded into the Compaſs of 
one Year to make up this . 


RAT (ſays our learned Au- 


thor) was made Governor of Syria in the wh. 
Year of Claudius. 


Now this, with . Submiſſion, hath 
nothing to do with the Merits of the Cauſe. 
The Queſtion is not when he was made Go- 
vernor of Syria, but when he interpoſed in 
the Conteſt between the Jews and Samari- 
tans; and this appears plainly and demon- 
ſtrably from Tacitus to have been in the 12th 
Year of Claudius. (7 ac. An. l. 12. c. 54.) 


 BxsS1D: s, my Jearned Adverſary- might 
have found from this very Chapter, that Felix 
bad been now a long Time in this Govern- 

ment, en yen —_— ſays 
* 
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Tacitus] that he and Cumanus found their 
Account in conniving at theſe Difſentions, 
[ Igitur raptare inter ſe (ſays Tac. ibid.) im- 
mittere latronum globos, componere inſidias g 


aliguando preliis congredi, ſpoliaque & prædas 
ad procuratores referre] This feems rather 
the Work of ſeveral Years. 


Arlength, to prevent Things "Ro coming 
to great Extremity, Quadratus interpoſed : 
And this was demonſtrably in the 12th Year 
of Claudius; and if we may judge by the Or- 
der of Things, as they are ſet down by this 


accurate Annalift, about the Middle of that 
Year. 


Ix we allow after this a reaſonable Time 
for carrying the Complaints on both Sides to 
uadratus firſt, and afterwards to the Court 

of Rome; the Conteſt that enſued; —— 
this Deciſion of the Cauſe ; — and the Edict 
conſequent to it; an Allowance of one Year 


will be found rather too little for all cheſe 
TPranſactions. 


 TACITUS gives us to Be. that 
when Claudius heard the Cauſes of theſe Com- 
motions, he commiſhoned ©nadratus to exa- 
mine into the Conduct of the Procurators and 
determine upon it: And Foſephus tells us 
Ant. I. 20. c. 5.) that Quadratus heard the 
Samaritans and Fews upon this Point at three 


different 


— — 2 — - — — 
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different Times and places; 1/, at Jyre; 
2dly. at Samaria, and 3dly. at Lydda ; "_ 
that after all this he remitted them to Rome, 
together with Cumanus, for the Emperor's 
Deciſion ; who after a fair and full 8 5 
condemned the Samari tans. 


It was probably ſome Ti ime "2 Ol the 
Parties could agree upon the Methods and 
Meſſengers of their Complaints; — it took 


ſome Time to carry them to Tyre, where 


> ect ng then reſided; —— and it took 
Juadratus ſome Time to hear them there 
firſt, and afterwards at Samaria and Lydda; 
— and after all this, it took ſome Time to 
remit them all to Claudius. And when they 
and the Cauſe were brought before him, it 
was natural for Cumanus and Felix, conſcious 
of their own Guilt, to give all the Delay they 
could to the Hearing and Determination of it. 
And Tacitus aſſures us, that they actually did 
fo, [Cumanus & Felix cunfFationem ad fere- 
bant, I. 12. c. 54.] and what Delays could 
Filix contrive, in which he would not be ef- 
fectually indulged, on Account of the Power 
80 his Brother Pallas, Claudius's then reign- 
Favourite, who had Intereſt enough to 
—.— him a judge in this very Cauſe, where 
he was a Party and a Criminal! ? 


ALL this conſidered, 10 Edict of — 
ſion may very well be referred to the 13th 
Year 
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Vear of Claudiys. —— Some Time muſt be 
allowed the Jews for departing from the City; 
—= and ſome Time after this muſt be allowed 
Aquila and Pri/cilla for travelling and ſettling 


at Corinth; —— and they were arrived there 
ſome Time before St. Paul came thither. 


Ax p if we pn St Paul to have ar- 
ri ved at Corinth towards the Beginning of the 
14th Year of Claudius, then near two Years 
will have elapſed from the paſſing of the 
Apoſtolick Decree to his Arrival at that City; 
and then St. Paul's Journey to Jeruſalem, 

mentioned Gal. ii. and that mentioned 44. 


xv. colncide in the Beginning of the Year of 
our r Lord { 4 ag 


AN p whereas our learned. Author thought 
fit to refer St. Paul's ſecond Arrival at Feru- 
ſalem, mentioned Gal. ii. to the Beginning of 

the Year of our Lord 53, the candid Reader 
will eafily ſee, that there is no Reaſon from 


St. PauP's own Account of it, it to refer to 
that Year. 


St. PAUL tells us, that three Years after 
his Converſion he went to Feru/alem; and 
then fourteen Years after he went thither 
again. Suppoſe theſe three and theſe fourteen 
to be complete Years, (which it is not abſo- 
lately necefſary to ſuppoſe in the Stile of 
Scripture) three and fourteen complete Years 


make 


* 


ub ——— — — — — — —— — — — — -—- 
+% 
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delle — — - at 


Sake but bs ee Years, —. 
St. Paul was converted towards the Beginning 
of the Year of our Lord 35 of the vulgar 
Era; * ſeventeen added to thirty-fiye make 
but fifty-two;z and ſeventeen Years from the 
Beginning of the Year 35, bring us only to 
the Beginning of the Year 52, the Ara of the 
Apoſtolick Edict. 


Nov the only Objection that lies againſt 
this Account is this; That both the Interpo- 
ſition of Luadratus, and the Sentence paſſed 
upon Cumanus for his Misbehaviour in Fudes, 
are mentioned together by Tacitus; which 
grounds a Preſumption, that both were in the 


ſame Year: And it is probable, that the Ex- 


pulſion of the Fews was not delayed beyond 
the Hearing of the Cauſe, and then the Ex- 
pulſion of the Jews will be.in the 12th Year 
of Claudius. 


I ANSWER, 1//. That nothing 1s more 
common - with the beſt Hiſtorians than to 
unite the Puniſhment of Men with their 
Crimes, for the Sake of Brevity and Perſpi- 
cuity, tho' conſiderable Spaces of Time have 
paſſed between them: And therefore no 
Concluſion can be drawn to the Diſadvantage 
of my Reaſoning upon this Point from that 
en. 


» . 
n— 2 a Fey - a 81 . 
2 — — 
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N reien Paulini, 


adly. 


adly. THA 1 aſcribing the Expulſion of 


the Jews to the Diſorders which happened 
on this Occaſion, is altogether conjectural. 


Tacitus ſays nothing of it, and Suetonius, who 
mentions it, only aſcribes it to their turbu- 
lent Spirit in general | Judzos, ſays he, im- 


fulſore CH RES To affidue tumultuantes Roma 


expulit.* | Now this Decree ſeems rather 
levelled againſt Chri/tians than Fews: For 
the Fews being the firſt Converts to the 
Chriſtian Religion, the Heathens made no 


Diſtinction between them and Chriſtians for 


ſome Time. 


Bur ſuppoſe the Jews expelled in the 
12th Year of Claudius, and for the Reaſons 


ſuppoſed by Biſhop Pearſon and my Adver- 


ſary, they were only expelled from Rome, 


and Aquila and Priſcilla might have tarried, 
for any thing I ſee, in any other Part of Italy 
as long as they thought fit; and their Arri- 
val at Corinth might as well have been at the 
Diſtance of two Years from the Claudian Edict, 


by "IR 1 


. 
* — 
— 


* Dio obſerves (Edit. Leucencl. p. 669.) among other right 
Regulations of Claudius in the Beginning of his Reign, that 


when the City of Rome was excerdingly crowded with Fews, 


he did not expel them, becauſe that could not be done without 


Tumult, but he prohibited their Meetings. Now if we con- 
ſider the Words of Suetonius, we ſhall find Reaſon to conclude, 
that upon their continuing to crowd the City, and. diſobeying 


this Edict, (as in all Probability they did) Claudius. was in the 


End under a Neceſlity of expelling them. | 
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AS . 


170 | Did of the / Doftrin 


as at the Diſtance of one: And the Text only 
tells us, that they were lapely come from Italy, 
becauſe "that Claudius had commanded all the 
Jowy! to depart from Rome. 


Bor however, that the Erpalfion of the 
Fews was in the 1 3th Year of Claudins, 


appears to me very evident from another 
Proof. 


TACITUS, 'tis true, takes no Notice 
of this Expulſion, but he mentions the Re- 
ſtitution of the Rhodians to their Liberty, 
and the Privileges granted to the People of 
Thum, on Account of their Relation to the 


Romans, who vaunted their Deſcent from 
Nium. And both theſe Events he places in 


the 13th Vear of Claudius (An. l. 12. c. 58.) 
Cuetonius mentions both theſe Events, and 
immediately ſubjoins to them the Expulſion of 
the Fews, (in Claud. c. 25.) From whence 
*tis natural to infer, that all theſe Events 
happened about the ſame Time. For having 
no Connection in the Nature of the Things, 
they could have nothing to connect them in 
the Relation of the Hiſtorian, but the ny 
of Time.. 
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* Ti deim 8 of chis Miter, fript of abb Cir- 
cumſtances, ** thus. Cauſa Ilienſium ſuſcepta Romanum 
Deja demiſſum, G __ ſiirpis 3 LEneam, * haud 


 procul 


Xp | 


. expulis. 
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THE Reader will pleaſe to eve that 
my Reaſonings in this chronological. Contro- 
verſy are founded upon the Letter of Scrip- 
ture, and upon the Faith of accurate and re- 
putable Hiſtorians: That I haye indulged 
myſelf in no Hypotheſis, no imaginary Dates 
of Facts, no imaginary Meetings, no fictitious 
and unneceſſary Journies, upon unneceſſary 
and unreaſonable Errands: And laſtly, I had 
no Hypotheſis, or Opinion of my own, to 
defend in this Diſpute: . The Aſſertion that 


drew it upon me being profeſſedly grounded 


upon the Credit of Archbiſhop AY *rfs ae 
nology affixed to the Bible. | 


 HoweveR my Reader hath hitherto been 


entertained, he will now doubtleſs feel ſome 
Satisfaction to find himſelf at the Cloſe of a 55 


tedious and troubleſome Controverſy. And 


as the Road he hath paſſed through afforded 
ſome Variety, and is not yet become a 


beaten Track, it may poſſibly be not irkſome 
to him to employ a few Moments in recol- 
ORG | the ſeyeral Stages N of it. 


* , o my * | 1 
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procul fabulis, verum facunde exſecutus,” been ut Nienſe —_ 


Dublico munere ſolverentur : Eodem Oratore — redditur Rhodiis 


libertas. — Annal. J. 12. c. 58. 

Suetonius's thus, — Libertarnm Modi: ob panitentiam vererum 
deliflorum reddidit. Ilienſibus, quaſe Romans gentis antoribus, 
trihuta in perpetuum remiſit. 7525 impulſare Chreſto, nd 

Claud. c. — 14 
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Firſt, IN the firſt place then I endeayoured 
to ſhew, that the Grant of Dominion over 
the animal World, and the Grant of the ve- 
getable World for Food, given to Adam, 
were in their Nature diſtinct Grants: And 
ſhew'd, from a ſuppos'd Inſtance of my Ad- 
verſary s Beneficence, that the Idea of Do- 
minion did not neceſſarily include in it a 
Power of cating. 


Secondly, I ENDEAVOURED to ſhew, that 
many excellent Ends and Ules of Life were 
anſwered by the Dominion of Man over the 
Creatures, excluſive of Food. And under 
this Head, I endeavoured to illuſtrate the 5 
Wiſdom of a gradual Grant- 


Thirdly, T:xpeavourtD to ſhew, that my 
Explication of the ſubſequent Grant to Noah 
had very little Singularity in it; but was ſup- 
ported by the Suffrages of many learned and 
eminent Men, Maimonides, Grotius, Calmet, 
Le Clerc, Kc. And conſequently, that my 
learned Adverſary's Contempt of ſome Rea- 
ſons aſſigned for the Limitation of that Grant, 
fell not ſo properly upon me, as upon the 
great and learned Men of all Agts whoſe 
| Opinions I adopted. 


. Wren I had cad Gme Objections 
mY * in my l I then proceeded to 
conſider 


1 = 
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conſider the principal Points upon which my 


Adyerlary grounded his Oppoſition to me, in 


relation to the AP RF Decree at Ferufi 
lem. 1 ſhewed, 


_Bieſ, THAT Greeks, Gentiles, Kc. were 
not other Names for Proſelytes of the Gate 
throughout the New Teſtament, * 


Secondly, THAT St. Paus Miſſion, men- 
tioned Ads xiii. was his third; and not, as 
my Author aſſerted, his fir .f Miſſion to the 
Gentiles, | 


7 hirdyy, THAT es Pass cannot ne- 
ceſſarily be concluded to have been a Proſe- 
lyte of the Gate, either becauſe he converſed 
with Barjeſus, or believed in God: And that 
if he was a Proſelyte, for the Reaſons aſſigned 


by my Adverſary, Cornelius was not a Pro- 


ſelyte for the ſame Reaſons. 


Fourthly, I RO VYED at large, and by 


many and yarious Inſtances, that the Apoſtles 


preached to the idolatrous or non- proſelyted 


Gentiles before the Nerres at . 


Fifthly, THAT St. Paul made many Con- 


verts from among the Gentiles at large before 


his Arrival at 7 n 
| | Sixty, 
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Sixthly, Tux the preaching of the Goſ- 
pel was not confined to the Fews from the 
Beginning, neither had St. Paul any particu- 
lar Mifſion to the Proſelytes of the Gate. 


 Seventhly, 1 REMOVED the Objection of 
St. Paul's Silence in relation to the Apoſtolick 
Decree in his Epiſtles; and ſhewed, that it 
holds as ſtrong againſt the validity of the 
Second Commandment, as againſt that of the 
Apoſtolic k Decree: And that the Suppoſition 
of his permitting Chriſtians to eat Things of- 
fered to Idols, even in the Idol-Temples, is 
a moſt et and 1 injurious Miſtake. 


Es, gl, THAT Fornication was crimi- 


nal in the Senſe of the Old Teſtament. 


IHA vE been the ſhorter in recapitulating 
theſe Heads, from an Apprehenſion that my 
Reader may haye thought me too long in 
diſcuiing them. 


10 
I'NEXT proceeded to conſider ſome Points 


objected to me in a Pamphlet called, The 
Probibition of Blood a Temporary Precept. 


To the firſt Objection I anſwered, that I 
placed Abſtinence from Blood upon the ſame 


| Foot” with Iolatry and W horedom, with 


regard 
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regard to the Divine Prohibition; and no 
otherwiſe: And, that 1 apprehend Abſti- 
nence from Blood, tho' not ſtrictly a moral 
Duty, to be nearly connected with Morality : 

That I confidered it, not as merely emblema- 
tical of any Point of Virtue or Religion, but 
as a Means to an End, which mainly diſtin- 
guiſhes this Duty from the Ceremonies of the 


Law : Beſides, that this was re-enjoined when 
thoſe were aboliſhed. 


In the next Place I anſwered that Ob- 

jeAion, © That Abſtinence from Blood was. 
_ « only enjoined in the View of the Atone- 
« ment to be made by Chriſt, by ſhewing, 
1½. That this was not the ſole Reaſon of that 
Injunction; and in the next Place, That if it 
had been the ſole Reaſon known to us his 
Maxim of CH unte ratione, cefſat lex, will not 


always hold good. I inſtanced in the Caſe of 
the 7 ef 


To my learned Adverſary's next Argu- 
ment, That the Apoſtolick Decree was 
a only a Decree of Peace, in order to recon- 
« cile Few and Gentile, ” 1 anſwered, 1/. 
by asking, Whether this *Reconcilement was 
to be upon Points of ſome Importance, or 
Points of none: And are Whoredom and 
Idolatry Points of no Importance? And, 
2dly. by urging, That the primitive Chriſtians, 

who ſhould beſt underſtand the Decree, ne- 


ver 


7 
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ver imagined it to be what this Author pro- 


nounces it: And that the ſubſequent Practice 
is the beſt Comment upon the Meaning and 
Intention of all Laws. 


IN the laſt Place I ſhewed, by many In- 
ſtances, that this ingenious Gentleman!s Rule 
of judging of the perpetual Obligation of 


. Precepts by their frequent Repetition in the 


Scriptures, was in its Nature dangerous, and 


in Fac falſe: That the Duties of this Decree 


are thrice recited; which is more than can be 
ſaid of many Chriſtian Precepts of the higheſt 
Importance: And that there are beſides this, 
frequent Alluſions to them, throughout St. 


Paul's Epiſtles; and that the Repetition of 


the ſame Precepts in the Scriptures is by ſome 


made an Objection againſt the divine Autho- 


rity of them. 


As to my other learned Adverſary's Poſt- 
ſcript in relation to the Time of the Apoſto- 
lick Decree, the Reader will, I hope, for- 


give me the Preſumption of endeavouring to 


clear Archbiſhop Uſher's Credit from the 
Objections urged I. his Chronology. in 
this Point. 


Tr E beſt Apology I can make, is, that I 
have attempted this as briefly as 1 could; 
and anticipated very little of that pleaſure 
which the learned Reader will find i in that- 

great 
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great Man's own Account of this Matter. 
Beſides, I was in ſome meaſure accountable, 
if not for following, yet at leaſt for adhering 
to any Authority which ſo learned an Ad- 

verſary thought fit to conteſt with me. 


I Have now done with every thing ob- 
jected to me by my learned Adverſaries. 
But tho? I have done queſtioning them, I can- 
not help putting this Queſtion to my /e/f over 
and over again, What could tempt them to 
ſet themſelves ſo eagerly and ſo vehemently 
againſt me in this Point? Is it criminal, is 
there any Guilt in endeavouring to reſtore a 
Precept confeſſedly Apoſtolical, to its primi- 
tive Obſervance? Are the Duties of it either 
dark or doubtful? Or the Obſervance of it 
either dangerous or difficult? Confeſſedly 
otherwiſe: Nothing plainer; nothing eaſier; 
nothing ſafer. | 


Is any moral Duty, is any natural In- 
ſtin& controlled by the Prohibition of Blood? 
I am ſure no Inſtinct that I know of which 
can properly be called human: Or will ever 
be owned by any but Circe's Herd. And as 
for Morality, I know no Objection to it but 
its Enmity to Luxury and Intemperance. It 
would, perhaps, puzzle a Schoolman to find | 
any other Objection againſt it; it would 
puzzle Apicius to find out any other Reaſon 
for it. Methinks then we might ex poſtulate 
: A a with 
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with ſome of thoſe who receive our Exhorta- 


tions upon this Point with ſo much Diſdain, 
as Naaman's Servants did with their Lord, 
2 Kings v. 13. My Fathers, if the Apoſtles 
had bid you do ſome great Thing, would ye not 
have done it? Or as Moſes (pardon the Com- 
' pariſon) with the perverſe Mraelites, Deut. 


XXX. 11, 12, 13, 14, 19. For this Command- 


ment is not hidden from thee, neither is it far 


off - It is not in Heaven, that thou Shouldeſt ſay, 


Who ſhall go up fer us to Heaven, and bring it 
to us, that we may hear it, and do it? Nei- 
ther is it beyond the Sea, that thou ſhouldeſt ſay, 
Who ſhall go over the Sea for us, and bring it 
unto us, that we may hear it, and do it? But 
the Word is very nigh unto thee, in thy Month, 
and in thy Heart, that thou mayeſt do it. 
J call Heaven and Earth to record this Day 
againſt you, that I have ſet before you Life and 
Death, Bleſſing and Curſing ; therefore chuſe 
Life, that both thou and thy Seed may live. 


Bu x this is a poſitive Inſtitution, — Sup- 
ſe it ſuch: — Is human Nature in more 
erfection now than at the Creation? And 


hath our Fall ſo far exalted us above our firſt 
Parents? Whatever the Forbidden Fruit was 
in the Wiſdom of the Prohibitor, was it not, 
with regard to Adam, a poſitive Inſtitution? 


And are ſuch Reſtraints ſtill irrational to- 
wards us, from that Being who hath not left 
4 9 # 5 ee 
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even the Angels of Heaven to the fres whe * 
corrected Guidance of their own Wiſdom! | 


800 D God, What would human vanity 


aim at, and where will its Arrogance end! 


Are the Reſtraints even of infinite and uner- 
ring Wiſdom irrational to Creatures of our 
Excellence! Behold, he put no Truſt in his 
Servants, and his Angels he charged with . 
Folly ; how much leſs in them that dwell in 
Houſes of Clay; whoſe Foundation is in the 


Duſt; ; which are cruſhed before the Moth ? 


JoE's iv. 18, 19. 


OY 


THar this Command was plainly, ex- 
preſly and ſolemnly given by the Apoſtles, | 


is not denied; That it ever was as plainly 
and expreſly repealed, is not pretended. 
Can it then be made a Queſtion, which is the 


ſafe Side in this Controverſy ? The Adverſaries 
Plea is at beſt but doubtful. Suppoſe our 
Obedience in this Point intitled to no Reward 
of Piety ; Common Senſe cannot refuſe it the 
Praiſe of Prudence: F or, Prudence will al- 
ways be on the ſafe Side. 


Bu r it is a flight and a trifling Affair 
I anſwer, That the Matter of the Command 
is indeed ſeemingly of no mighty Moment: 
But can the Command itſelf be called ſo? A 


Command from God ſlight, and of ſmall 


Moment! Allow this the leaſt of all the 
A a 2 Command. 
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Commandments of God, can you forget that 
dreadful Denunciation of our Saviour's, Matt. 
v. Whoſoever ſhall break one of theſe leaſt Com- 
mandments, and ſhall teach Men ſo, be ſhall 
be called the leaft in the Kingdom of Heaven ? 
Can you forget that fe Caution and Obſer- 
vation of the Apoſtle s, 4 little Leaven leaven- 
eth the whole Lump. Eating an Apple was 
ſeemingly as light an Affair as this: And yet 
one Tranſgreſſion in that Trifle loſt Adam 
and his Poſterity Paradiſe. Eating a Meſs of 
Pottage, in the Extremity of Hunger, was 
ſeemingly more innocent and of leſs Moment 
chan either of theſe : And yet that Indulgence 
loſt Eſau his Birthright. Heaven is the 
Birthright of Chriſtians, as the Bleſſing was 
Efau's, — I will repeat it once more: 
By God's Aſſiſtance, I will never barter my 
Birthright, I will neyer riſque my Inheritance 
in Heaven, for one Mor/el of Meat. 
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at the Bible and Crown i in St. Paul 5 
Church. ard. 


N Hiſtorical Diſſertation on Idola- 

trous Corruptions in Religion from 
the Beginning of the World; and on the 
Methods taken by Divine Providence in Re- 
forming them. In the Courſe whereof the 


Divine Origine of the Law of Moſes, is proved, 


againſt the Objections of ſuch as have thought 


that Law deducible from the Rites and Cuſ- 


toms of the Egyptians and other Gentiles. 
And in 'which diyers Cavils of the Deifts 


againſt Revelation are occaſionally e . 


In Two Volumes. Price 103. 


Juſt publiſhed, 
* the Uſe of all true Lovers of our excellent Liturgy) | 


| A New and Beautiful Edition of 

II. Dr. Nichols's Paraphraſe onthe Book of 
Common- Prayer, and Adminiſtration of the 
Sacrament, according to the Uſe of the Church 
of England, with the Pſalms of David para- 
phraſed : Together with the Lives of the 
Apoſtles, and an Account of the Original of 
the Faſts and Feaſts of the Church, with ſe- 
veral of the Rubricks 3 eramin d. 
Price 6 5. 


III. Sib 


Books pins 15 C. Ad 
II. Revelation Examin'd with Candour : Of, 


A Fair Enquiry 1nto the Senſe and Uſe of the n 


ſeycral Revelations expreſly declared, or ſuf- 
ficiently implied, to be given to Mankind 
from the Creation, as they are found in the 
Bible. In ſeveral Diſſertations on the follow- 
ing Subjects, vis. 


Vv OL. ©: 


I. Of the forbidden .. 

II. Of the Knowledge of the Brute W ali ro con- 

dey d to Adam. 

III. Of his Knowledge of Marria ge. 

IV. Of the Skill of Language 9 ſed ints 

Adam. 

V. Of the Revelations immediately following 
the Fall. 

VI. Of the Moſaic Account of” the Fall. 

VII. Of Sacrifices. 

VIII. Of the Corruptions of Mankind, which 

oc caſſoned the Deluge. 

IX. the Natural Cauſes made uſe of b 

Gd food the Ara i f < 
X. Of the Ends of Divine Wiſdom anſwer . 

buy the Deluge. | 

XI. Of the 05 ell ions to the Moſaic Account 
of the Deluge. 

XII. Of the 1 of all Antiquity with 

_ the Moſaic Account of the Flood. 

XIII. Of other Teſtimonies relating 7 the 

Deluge. 

XIV. of the 9 relating to Noab's Ark. 

V O L. 
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= Of the Building of Babel. ee 33 

the Predictions n to Iſhmael. 
IV: Of Circumciſion. 
V. Of the Deſtruction of Sodom and md 


VI. Of the Command given to Abraham, 10 
Jar his Son. 


By a profeſv d Friend to an honeſt Freedom 
1 Thought in Religious Enquiries. " 


IV. The Sacred Claſſics defended ind uf N 
trated: Or, An Eſay humbly offer d towards 
proving the Purity, Propriety, and true 
Eloquence of the Writers of the New Tea- 

ment. In Two Parts. In the Firſt of which 
thoſe Divine Vriters are vindicated againſt 
the Charge of barbarous Language, falſe 
| Greek, and Soleciſms. In the Second is 
ſhewn, That all the Excellencies of Szyle, and 
ſublime Beauties of Language and genuine 
Eloguence do abound in the ſacred Writers of 
the New, Teflament. With an Account of 
their Style and Character, and a Repreſenta- 
tion of their Superiority, in ſeveral Inſtai 
to the beſt Claſſics of Greece and Rome. To 
which are ſubjoin'd proper Indexes, Vol. I. 
The Second Edition. Price Bound 6 OE 
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Three Parts: Containli ö 


; _ Laſt. Nolte A 
ng, I. A farther E | 
mentation of the Propriety, Purity, and 
ſound; Eloquence of the Language of the 
New 7 Hament Writers. II. An Account of 
the wrong Diviſion of Chapters and Verſes, 
and faulty T ranſlations of the Divine Book, 
which weaken its Reaſonings, and ſpoil its 
Eloquence and Native Beauties. III. A 
Diſcourſe on the Various Readings: of the 
New Teftament. With a Preface, wherein is 
ſhewn the Neceſſity and Uſefulneſs of a New 
Verſion of the Sacred Books. "_— Þ = ood 
e Index. „ 1 5 


VI. An 3 to Ska Claſſes: a 8 
taining a ſhort Diſcourſe on their Excellencies; 
and Directions how to Study them to Ad! F * 


tage: With an Eſſay on the Nature and Uſe 


Lumen A-Block 


of thoſe. Emphatical and Beautiful Figures 2 
which give Strength and Ornament to Writkige : 
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